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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mrz. Justice Denmay, who, after the 15th inst., will cease to act 
as Vacation Judge, is determined, so far as he is able to control 
matters, not to leave any arrears for his successor. On Wednesday 
Jast the learned judge sat until after half-past seven o’clock, 
having, in spite of the difficulty resulting from the want of light 
in the court, disposed of several important matters, but nevertheless 
leaving a tolerably full paper for Friday. He is understood to 
have expressed his intention to sit till ten o’clock at night next 
Wednesday rather than not get through his paper. 





Tue Vacation Jupars have certainly reason to complain of the 
parsimony or thoughtlessness of the authorities of the Royal Courts 
of Justice. In consequence of Mr. Justice Denman’s late sitting 
on Wednesday the Vacation Court appears to have been plunged 
in almost total darkness, though candles and lamps were lent 
to the counsel actually engaged. It is, perhaps, scarcely to be 
expected that the electric light machinery should be set in motion 
on the chance of a late sitting on a Wednerday, but some provi- 
sion ought undoubtedly to be made egainst that contingency, if 
only for the protection of members of the profession sgainst 
pickpockets in the court or corridor. 





THE new ord. 22, r. 17, will be welcomed by many persons 
whose money, invested in any of the ways hitherto sanctioned by 
the court as interest producing-funds, has been bringing in an in- 
come of only 3 per cent., now reduced to 23, and hereafter to be 
reduced to 2} per cent. How far the judges will go in allowing 
investments in Local Loans Stock it is impossible to predict, but 
there is little doubt that many persons who now derive only a limited 
income from funds in court will be tempted to ask for some invest- 
ment producing between one and two per cent. more than their 
money now produces. Should the court favour these and other 
investments, such as railway debenture and preference stocks, a 
considerable rise in the prices of these securities may be expected, 
so that in a short time the premium required in the market 
would greatly reduce the value of the change. It is, therefore, 
— that considerable caution will be exercised by the judges 

fore sanction is given to an investment which could only be 
effected by the purchase of securities greatly above par, and which 
might afterwards have to be realised at a loss. The expense, 
too, of changing the investment of money in court is considerable, 
involving, as it does, the cost of an application at chambers or in 
court, besides the brokerage on the sale of one stock and investment 
in another. At the same time, it may be expected that a limited 
number of suitors whose funds are already in court may be able 
to receive benefit by the new rule, and that many applications will 
be made for investment of money coming into court in some of the 
newly-sanctioned securities. 





Tue reversaL by the Court of Appeal in Otway v. Otway (13 
P. D. 141) of the decision of Mr. Justice Burr caused very little 
surprise. Upon the hearing of cross petitions for dissolution of 
marriage it appeared that both parties had been guilty of adultery, 
but, the husbend having slso been guilty of cruelty of an aggra- 
vated character, Mr. Justice Burr, having in view the protecticn 
of the children, pronounced a decree for judicial separation in 
favour of the wife. The question, whether a petitioner who has 
been guilty of adultery is disentitled to a judicial separation, 
turned upon the construction of sectien 31 of the Divorce Act, 
}857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), which empowers the court to grant 
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that relief in all cases in which a decree for a divorce a mensd et 
thoro wight have been pronounced by the ecclesiastical courts. 
Section 17 also enacts that the court pronouncing a decree for a 
judicial separation must be “‘satisfied . . . that there is no 
legal ground why the same should not be granted,” and section 22 
directs the Court of Divorce established by the Act, in all suits 
and proceedings ‘other then proceedings to dissolve any mar- 
riage,” to ‘proceed and act and give relief on principles and 
rules which in the opinion of the said court shall be as nearly as 
msy be conformable to the principles and rules on which the 
ecclesiastical courts bave heretofore acted and given relief.”” Lord 
Justice Corron held that the present case, although the wife had 
originally prayed for a dissolution of the marriage, must be 
treated as falling within section 22, and, in the absence of any 
decision of the ecclesiastical courts which threw any light on the 
question, he followed and approved the decision of Sir CresswEtx 
CresswELt in Drummond v. Drummond (80 L. J. P. M. & A. 177), 
that a wife who has been guilty of adultery cannot obtain even a 
judicial separation, and he expressed an opinion that the true 
principle was, that a wife, after committing adultery, cannot be 
considered an innocent party in any matrimoniel suit, whatever 
relief may be sought. 





THE NEW RULES, which are to come into operation on the 24th of 
October next, and which may be cited either as the Rules of the 
Supreme Court, August, 1888, or each rule separately with refer- 
ence to its place among the R. 8. C., 1883, effect two alterations 
in eddition to those to which we referred last week. Ord. 45, r. 
1, allows a garnishee order to be made against ‘“‘ any other person” 
who is indebted to the debtor. In Walker v. Rooke (6 Q B. D. 
631) it was decided that this did not allow of such an order being 
made against a firm, but only against the partners in their own 
pames. This very inconvenient restriction is removed by a rule 
which will come at the end of the order as rule 10, and by which 
it is provided that the words ‘‘ any other person” in rule 1 ehall 
include a firm any member of which is resident within the juris- 
diction, and that a garnishee order may be made against such firm 
in the name of the firm. An appearance by any partner while 
within the jurisdiction is to be a sufficient appearance by the firm. 
The remaining alteration is due to representations which have been 
made to the Lord Chaacellor by the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, and which are referred to in their annual report 
(ante, p. 631). Ord. 46, r. 2, of the R. 8. C., 1883, abolished 
writs of distringas issued under 5 Vict. c. 5, s. 5, and substituted 
for them notice of distringas duly given according to the subsequent 
rules. By rule 3 the stock, which such notice was to affect, in- 
cluded “shares, securities, and money”; but section 4 of the 
above Act, which regulated restraining orders of the Court of 
Chancery, applied only to shares and the dividends on them. Hence 
it would seem that rule 3, so far as it allowed a distringas notice 
to be served with regard to money, was invalid. The effect of the 
rule was shown some time ago in a case quoted in the council’s 
annual report, where a distringas was placed on a current banking 
account. The new rule, to be known as ord. 46, r. 3a, brings back 
the procedure to its statutory limit, and provides that in rule 3 the 
words ‘dividends thereon” shall be substituted for the word 
“ money.” 





Tue questions as to the law regulating public rights of way 
which were raised before the Court of Appeal in Grand Junction 
Canal Oo. v. Petty (36 W. R. 795, 21 Q. B. D. 273) are of some 
interest. The canal company brought an action of trespass against 
the three defendants, who had broken down a gate in exercise of 
an alleged public right of way to and along the canal towing-path, 
which passed over land originally peter by the company under 
statutory powers. The jury found that there had been such user 
as shewed a dedication of the towing-path by the company, and the 
Queen’s Bench Division had upheld a verdict and judgment for the 
defendants. It was argued on behalf of the defendants that the 
judge at the trial ought to have directed the jury that there could 
be no dedication of the right of way to the public unless there was 
some act manifesting an intention to dedicate, and that the land 
forming the towing-path could not be dedicated to any purpose 
other than that for which the yy had empowered be 
company to yee it, The Master of the Rolls pointed out that t 
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conditions of dedication of a right of way were, that the dedication | decision turned more or less on questions of fact. In Turner 


should be intentional, and that it should have been accepted by the 
public. He saw no reason for holding that a statutory body was 
incompetent to make such a dedication, and Rex v. Leake (5 B. & 
A. 469) shewed that the towing-path could be dedicated to the 
public if public use of it was not inconsistent with the purposes for 
which the company originally acquired the land. He added that 
it must be taken that there was only a limited dedication, since the 
public must use the towing-path in such a manner as not to inter- 
fere with the company’s use of the canal. Lord Justice Linpiey 
distinguished the case of Mulliner v. Midland Railway Oo. (27 
W. R. 330, 11 Ch. D. 611), which had been relied upon by the 
plaintiffs’ counsel, pointing out that in that case the railway arch 
through which the plaintiff claimed a right of way was intended to 
be used by the railway company for warehousing purposes, and 
that such user was held by the late Master of the Rolls to be within 
the statutory powers of the company, and inconsistent with the 
right of way set up by the plaintiff. 





Tne recent pecision of Mr. Justice Kexewicn in Tyars v. 
Alsop (36 W. R. 919) disposed of several questions in connection 
with the law as to gifts. The defendants had acted as solicitors 
for a Miss Granam, for whom they recovered a sum of over £4,000 
by the compromise of an action, as well as £100 for their own 
costs, and by whom, as they were alleged, they were authorised to 
retain for themselves out of the money so recovered the sum of 
£1,000 as a special gift. About three years afterwards, the 
relationship of solicitor and client having in the meantime ceased 
to exist, Miss Granam solicited and obtained a loan of £10 from 
one of the members of the firm, on which occasion she stated that 
she did not intend to reclaim the £1,000, although she had been 
advised to do so. She died about a year afterwards, but shortly 
before her death she had obtained, through another solicitor, a 
statement of account from the defendants. After her death her 
mother sued, as her administratrix, to set aside the gift on the 
ground of undue influence, and to recover the £1,000, with 
interest ; and, the mother having died, an order of revivor was 
made in favour of the husband of the latter, as administrator de 
bonis non of Miss Granam’s estate. The first question arose out 
of the relationship of solicitor and client, and Mr. Justice Kexewica 
referred to Morgan v. Minett (25 W. R. 744, 6 Ch. D. 638), 
where Vice-Chancellor Bacon laid down that, ‘‘ while the relation 
of solicitor and client subsists, the sclicitor cannot take a gift from 
his client.’”” Such a gift could only be sustained where, after the 
confidential relation had ceased, the client had released his right 
to set aside the gift; but, in the present case, neither the accept- 
ance by Miss Granam of the defendants’ account nor the interview 
at which she borrowed the £10 furnished evidence of such a 
release, especially as the loan did not appear to have been made 
conditional on her not reclaiming the £1,000. Next, assuming 
that she had retained her right to recover the money, her death 
had made no difference, and her personal representative could 
maintain the action. On this point Mr. Justice Kexewicn dis- 
tinguished Mitchell v. Homfray (29 W. R. 558, 8 Q. B. D. 587), 
which was a case of a gift by a patient to a medical adviser, and 
where the latter had, in the opinion of the Court of Appeal, finally 
determined, after the confidential relation was at an end, to abide 
by the gift. The last question was as to delay, the gift having 
been made in 1880, and the donor having died in 1883; but Mr. 
Justice Kexewicu held that, since her right of revocation had not 
been released at the time of her death, the right of action had been 
kept alive. It will be remembered that in Allcard v. Skinner (35 
W. R. 424), where the plaintiff sought to set aside, on the ground 
of undue influence, a gift of property to a religious sisterhood, Mr. 
Justice Kexewicu held that she could not recover any money 
expended on behalf of that body while she was a member of it, but 
that the majority of the Court of Appeal (36 W. R. 251, 86 Ch. D. 
145) upheld his decision on another ground—namely, that a delay 
of about twelve years, during the first five years of which period 
~ plaintiff had remained a member of the sisterhood, was a bar to 

the action. 





Two caszs involving questions of matrimonial domicile came 


(otherwise Thompson) v. Thompson (36 W. R. 702, 13 P. D. 36) a 
wife sought a decree of nullity of marriage on the ground of 
impotence. The petitioner was a British subject, and was married 
in England to a domiciled subject, and officer in the navy, of the 
United States, and the parties cohabited in America for about six 
years, when the respondent obtained in an American court a decree 
dissolving the marriage on the ground of the respondent’; 
impotence, that being the form of relief granted in such cases in 
the United States. She then returned to England, and after 
about seven years’ residence here she instituted the present suit, 
The case being undefended, the court had directed the Queen’s 
Proctor to instruct counsel, and the question of jurisdiction was 
argued by the Attorney-General. The petitioner’s counsel argued 
that, there having been no valid marriage, the petitioner never 
acquired the respondent’s American domicile, so that the American 
court had no jurisdiction to dissolve or annul the marriage, which 
was still subsisting; but the president held that an English court 
had no jurisdiction, because the marriage had been absolutely dis. 
solved by the American court. According to the rule laid down by 
the House of Lords in Harvey v. Farnie (31 W. R. 433, 8 App. 
Cas. 43), the marriage was primd facie an American one, because 
the husband was domiciled in the United States. If the partics 
had remained in England it might possibly have been argued, on 
the authority of Niboyet v. Niboyet (27 W. R. 203, 4 P. D. 1), 
tbat an English court had jurisdiction; but the petitioner went 
to America directly after the marriage, and so acquired a complete 
domicile there. A woman on her marriage would in all cases 
acquire her husband’s domicile, but in the present case the peti- 
tioner took up her permanent abode in the country where the 
respondent was domiciled, and actually sought and obtained relief 
from an American court. There was, therefore, nothing to oust 
the jurisdiction of that court, and there was now no marriage 
upon which an English court could adjudicate. The result of the 
caze was, no doubt, satisfactory to the petitioner, who only 
required relief in this country on the assumption of the invalidity 
of the American decree. D'Ktchegoyeu v. D’Etchegoyeu and 
D' Etchegoyeu (13 P. D132) was a husband’s suit for dissolution 
of marriage. The petitioner was born in France of French 
parents, with whom he came to England wheu he was «bout ten 
years old, and twelve years later his father became a naturalised 
Englishman. In the meantime the petitioner had gone to Canada, 
where, shortly after attaining the age of twenty-one, he bought a 
farm, which he occupied for about six years, and during that 
period he voted at Canadian elections and served in the colonial 
volunteers. In 1878 he was married to the respondent at Quebec, 
and in 1883 he let his farm, which he had settled on his wife, and 
brought his wife and children to England, and for nearly tw 

years he lived with his father in London. He had since paid 
several visits to Canada, but solely, as he alleged, in connection 
with the re-letting of the frm. The adultery was alleged to have 
been committed in Eogland in 1886 and 1887. The wife had 
appeared under protest and presented an act on petition, and 
filed affidavits denying the jurisdiction. Her counsel alleged that 
the petitioner’s domicile was French, or else that he had acquired 
a domicile in Canada by purchasing land and settling and carrying 
on business there, and exercising the privileges and duties of a 
Canadian citizen. It was urged that, according to Niboyet v. 
Niboyet, the jurisdiction of the court depended on the matrimonial 
home, and also that, according to Yelverton v. Yelverton (8 W. R. 
134, 1 Sw. & Tr. 574), the petitioner’s occasional visits to England 
could give the court no jurisdiction, because he had done nothing 
to acquire an English domicile ; but Sir James Hannen overruled 
the act on petition. He pointed out that the naturalisation of the 

father had thrown the burden of proof on those who denied the 
English domicile of the son. The purchase of the farm would, if 
it stood alone, be strong evidence of an intention to acquire a 
Canadian domicile; but though a man might, of course, acquire a 
new domicile without knowing it, the evidence must be very 
strong to rebut the petitioner’s own sworn statements that he 
never intended to abaudon his English domicile or to settle perms- 

ently in Canada. All his statements appeared to be bond fide, 

and since he had relinquished his farming business five years ago, 

and had not been accompanied by his wife on his subsequent visits 

to Canada, it must be taken that he had fixed his matrimonial 








before the President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division during the past legal year, although in each case the 





home in England, and therefore the jurisdiction of the court was 
not excluded. 
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PRIORITY OF SOLICITORS’ CHARGING ORDERS 
AND LIEN. 


Tur Court of Appeal has, on two recent occasions, had to deter- 
mine the right to priority of a solicitor’s charging order under sec- 
tion 28 of the Solicitors Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127), in one 
case in competition with a claim for rent in a bankruptcy, and in 
the other in competition with the rights of a mortgagee. The 
Exchequer Division in Ireland has also, in Cormick v. Ronayne (22 
L. R. Ir. 140), dealt with a similar question as to the priority of a 
solicitor’s lien. In that case a judgment creditor had by a 

ishee order attached a sum of money due to the judgment 
debtor from an opposite party in an action in respect of the costs of 
an interlocutory application, and it was held that the garnishee 
order could not prejudice the lien of the solicitor of the judgment 
debtor for his costs of the action. 

In Ex parte Brown, In re Suffield (36 W. R. 584, 20 Q. B. D. 
693), after a judgment in a partnership action for dissolution and 
an account, both the plaintiff and the defendant were adjudicated 
bankrupts. The plaintiff’s sclicitor afterwards obtained from 
Cave, J., as Judge in Bankruptcy, a charging order for his costs 
on the assets in the receiver’s hands as property recovered or pre- 
served by him in the partnership action, and the order was 
entitled in the bankruptcy, in the action, and in the matter of the 
Solicitors Act and of the solicitor; but, before the taxed costs had 
been paid under the charging order, an application was made to the 
receiver for rent due from the partners. The receiver applied for 
directions as to the application of the assets in his hands to Cave, J., 
who, having made the charging order without being aware of the 
claim for rent, held that the landlord’s claim was entitled to 
priority, and varied his former order by directing that the landlord 
should be paid in full, the balance in the receiver’s hands to be paid 
to the plaintiff's solicitor. This second order was set aside by the 
Court of Appeal, on the ground, first, that Cave, J., had no juris- 
diction to reopen the question, or to vary his first order, which he 
had made as a judge of the High Court and in the exercise of his 
jurisdiction under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. Apart from this 
question, the Court of Appeal held that the charging order was 
entitled to priority. The Master of the Rolls pointed out that the 
solicitor had clearly preserved property within the Act, and that a 
succession of cases had decided that a charging order had priority 
over any other claim, so long as the fund which was charged 
had not been paid over. He referred to Shippey v. Grey (28 
W. R. 877), where he had concurred with Bramwell and 
Baggallay, L.JJ., in holding that a solicitor’s lien was entitled 
to priority over an ex parte garnishee order, on the ground that 
the court would consider that which the solicitor had a right to 
have done as done. He also referred to Dallow v. Garrold (33 
W. R. 219, 14 Q. B. D. 543), where, although the charging 
order had been obtained after notice of the service of a garnishee 
summons, the Court of Appeal held that the order was entitled to 
priority, and where he himself hed declined to hold that any per- 
son bond fide issuing a garnishee summons would be a ‘‘ bond fide 
purchaser for value without notice” within section 8 of the 
Solicitors Act, 1860, and Lindley, L.J., had laid down that a 
judgment creditor was no more a “ purchaser” within that Act 
than he was within the 27 Eliz. c. 4. The latter judge also 
pointed out, in Zr parte Brown, that the right of distress could 
not give the landlord any priority in a bankruptcy as against a 
charging order, because in default of exercising such right he 
could not follow any property off his land. 

In Macfarlane vy. Lister (37 Ch. D. 88) the facts were more 
complicated, and there were also questions as to the right ofa 
London agent to participate in the benefit of a charging order. 
The plaintiff in a pending redemption action had mortgaged his 
equity of redemption to A., whore solicitor was also the plaintiff's 
solicitor in the action. A dock company had previously given notice 
of its intention to take, under compulsory powers, the property which 
was the subject of the mortgage, but the price had not been agreed 
upon. On the day of the mortgage to A. the plaintiff signed and 
handed to the latter a letter directing his solicitor and the London 
agents of the latter to pay off A.’s mortgage out of the first 
moneys coming into their hands in respect of the purchase by the 
dock company. The price of the land to be so purchased was 
settled by an arbitration, in which the London agents acted as 


the credit of the —— suit, and there was found to be a 
surplus after the original mortgage had been paid off. The plain- 
tiff’s solicitor and his London agents applied for a charging order 
on the balance for their costs of the redemption action and of the 
arbitration; but the Court of Appeal, affirming the order of 
Stirling, J., with a variation, refused the application, holding (1) 
that, though the fact that the same solicitor had acted for the 
plaintiff and for the mortgagee would not disentitle him to a 
charging order, the handing over to the mortgagee of the letter 
directing the solicitors to pay off the mortgage had deprived the 
charging order of priority over the mortgagee; and, further, that 
the London agents were not entitled to the benefit of the charging 
order. There was thus no doubt thrown on the operation of the 
charging order itself, and the succession of authorities which have 
so liberally interpreted the section in question is not likely to be 
interrupted. 








ON THE DURATION pod + ea AND TRUSTS FOR 
ALE. 


IV. 
Trusts For Sate. 


An indefinite trust for sale does not offend against the rule as to 
perpetuities, provided that it commences either immediately ‘or 
within the time allowed by the rule: Re Tweedie and Miles (27 
Ch. D. 315); the moment that it becomes exercisable it produces 
in equity its full effect in changing the nature of the property 
from realty to personalty: Griffith v. Ricketts (7 Ha. 299), Olarke v. 
Frankling (4 K. & J. 257); an effect which lasts till all the persons 
beneficially entitled to the property manifest their intention to take 
it in its existing state, or till the property vests absolutely in some 
one person, or, as it is sometimes called, till it is at home: Cookson 
v. Cookson (12 Cl. & Fin. 121), Pulteney v. Darlington (1 Br. 
Ch., at p. 237; same case, 7 Br. P. C. 530); in which case it will, un 
his death, devolve according to its existing state. The reason is 
obvious, for it will be observed that, if the trust for sale ceased to 
be exercisable owing to lapse of time only, it would be in the 
power of the trustees to alter the devolution of the property by 
neglecting to exercise a power, a result which would be absurd : 
Lechmere v. Carlisle (3 P. W. 211), Walker v. Shore (19 Ves. 
387), Hawkins v. Ohappel (1 Atk., at p. 623). It should per- 
haps be observed that a trust for sale is not destroyed by the 
property vesting in several persons unless they elect to take it un- 
converted: Biggs v. Peacock (22 Ch. D. 284), Re Tweedie and 
Miles (27 Ch. %. 315). 

Two questions present themselves—first, who can elect, and, 
second, what acts amounts to an election to take the property as 
land ? 

‘‘ Where money is given to be laid out in land which is to be 
conveyed to A., though there is no gift of the money to him, yet 
in equity it is his, and he may elect not to have it laid out: and 
so on the other hand, where Jand is given upon a trust to sell and 
to pay the produce to A., although no interest in the land is ex- 
pressly given to him, in equity he is the owner, and the trustee 
must ecavey as he shall direct. If there are also other purposes 
for which it is to be sold, still he is entitled to the surplus of the 
price as the equitable owner subject to those purposes; and if he 
provides for them, he may keep the estates unsold. There cannot, 
in reason, be any difference whether the benefit to arise from the 
sale is given in one shape or the other: that of the money to be 
produced by the sale; or of other land to be purchased by that 
money”: per Sir W. Grant, M.R., Pearson v. Lane (17 Ves., 
at p. 104), 

ft has been decided, See/ey v. Jago (1 P. W. 389), that where 
money directed to be laid out in the purchase of land for the 
benefit of persons as tenants in common, any one of the 
beneficiaries can elect to have his share of the money paid out to 
him without going through the form of having an investment in 
land, and it might be thought that the same rule applied to land 
directed to be sold; but this view is erroneous, and no one of the 
beneficiaries can elect to take his share of the land unconverted 
without the concurrence of the others: Hol/oway v. Radcliffe 
(23 Beav. 163), Biggs v. Peacock (22 Ch. D. 284) ; as, if this was 
allowed, the person who did not consent (who, it will be observed, 





solicitors for the plaintiff, and the purchase-money was carried to 





wonld, by the transaction, become entitled to the proceeds of sale 
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of an undivided share of the land instead of to a share in the 
proceeds of the sale of the entirety), would be prejudiced owing 
2 the difficulty in obtaining a purchaser for an undivided share 
of land. 

Who can elect.—An infant cannot elect either to take money 
which is liable to be laid out in the purchase of land: Ourr vy. 
Ellison (2 Br. Ch. 56), Seeley v. Jago (1 P. W. 389), Earlom v. 
Saunders (Amb. 241), Re Harrop’s Estate (3 Drew. 726); or to 
take land which ought to be sold: Van v. Barnett (19 Ves. 102); 
without conversion. The court, however, can elect for him: 
Robinson v. Robinson (19 Beav. 494). 

A married woman can elect to take cither money instead of 
2nd or land instead of money. In Standering v. Hall (11 Ch. 
D. 653), Cunningham v. Moody (1 Ves. sen. 174), Binford v. 
Bawden (1 Ves. jun. 512), Re Hayes (9 W. R. 769), Re Tyler 
(8 W. R. 540), and Re Robins (27 W. R. 705), money standing 
in court which was land in equity was ordered to be paid out toa 
married woman on her separate examination without deed ac- 
knowledged, but in Re Belt’s Estate (25 W. R. 901) the wife 
was required to acknowledge a deed before the money was paid 
out to herself and her husband. It may perhaps be laid down 
as a general rule that a married woman can elect to take real 
estate unconverted without deed acknowledged: Re Davidson (11 
Ch. D. 341); see also Barrow v. Barrow (4 K. & J. 409). 

Lunatics—We can find no authority as to the power of 
the court or the committee to elect on the behalf of a 
lunatic. The Lunacy Regulation Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 70), 
which applies to lunatics so found by inquisition only, appears to 
contain no provisions enabling election to be made on behalf of a 
lunatic to retain land as realty where it is subject to a trust for 
conversion, but there appears to be no doubt that the trustees 
might safely postpone the sale with the leave of the beneficiaries 
who were sui juris, and the sanction of the court on behalf of the 
lunatic, which, it will be remembered, is a very different thing from 
electing on the behalf of the lunatic to take the property uncon- 
verted. On the other hand, where money is impressed with a 
trust for investment in the purchase of land, it appears that, in 
order to avoid circuity of selling the lunatic’s share of the land 
under the statutory powers as soon as the entirety is purchased, 
the court can elect on his behalf to take the land as money. 

Reversionary interests.—Stead v. Newdigate (2 Mer. 521) is 
sometimes cited as an authority that no election can be made by a 
person whose interest is reversionary, but all that was decided by 
that case was that no election was, in fact, made by a person whose 
interest happened to be reversionary. 

While it is perfectly clear that it is competent for any person 
who is entitled to a vested remainder: Crabtree v. Bramble (3 
Atk. 679); ora contingent remainder: Meek v. Devenish (6 Ch. 
D. 566); in fee simple to elect, while his interest remains 
reversionary, to retain the property in specie, subject, of course, to 
the contingency of the nature of the property being changed be- 
fore his interest falls into possession, it is not possible for persons 
whose united estates are less than the fee to make an election 
binding on the persons becoming entitled to the fee: Sisson v. 
Giles (3 De G. Jo. & S. 614). 

What amounts to election—Slight circumstances are sufficient 
to raise the presumption that the owner of the property elects to 
take it in its actual state, and, in the absence of other circum- 
stances, the fact that he did, fora great length of time, preserve 
the property in its actual state will be sufficient to induce the court 
to come to this conclusion: Dixon vy. Gayfere (17 Beav. 433). 

The following circumstances have been considered as manifesting 
an intention to retain the property as land :—Where the 
beneficiaries laid out money in improvements: Mutlow v. Bigg 
(1 Ch. D. 385), Griesbach y Fremantle (17 Beay. 314); that they 
took possession of the title deeds: Davies v Ashford (15 Sim. 42), 
Griesbach v. Fremantle (17 Beay. 314), Potter vy. Dudeney (56 L. T. 
395); where they granted a lease: Mutlow v. Bigg (1 Ch. D. 
385); and that even while the interest of the beneficiary was re- 
versionary : Orabtree y. Bramble(3 Atk. 679) ; or changed a yearly 
tenant: He Gordon (6 Ch. D. 531). The time during which the 
property was retained in its unconverted state was during the life- 
time of the beneficiaries in Davies v. Ashford (15 Sim. 42), 
Griesbach v Fremantle (17 Beav. 314), Re Gordon (6 Ch. D. 531), 
Potter v. Dudeney (56 L. T. 395), and during fifty years in ALutlow 
v. Bigg (1 Ch. D. 385). 








On the other hand, the fact that a lease of the property con. 
tained an option to the tenant to purchase was held to rebut the 
presumption which otherwise would have arisen that the 
beneficiary had elected to take the property in its actual state: 
Re Lewis (30 Ch. D. 654). 

Where all the trustees for sale had died, and one of the 
beneficiaries entered into possession and received the rents, and 
divided them according to the trusts, and died in three and a half 
years, it was held that the election to retain the property as land 
had not been shewn: Brown v. Brown (33 Beav. 399). In 
Sharp v. St. Sauveur (L. R. 7 Ch. 343) it was held that an 
agreement for partition, entered into about a month after the 
owners of land had conveyed it on trust for sale, put an end to 
the trust. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR, 
RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC, 
51 & 52 Vict. c. 20.—RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT, 1888, 


This Act, which has been much amended and enlarged during its 
passage through Parliament, contains four parts, dealing with (1) the 
establishment of a new “‘ Railway and Canal Commission”; (2) the 
amendment of the law of traffic facilities and undue preference ; (3) 
canals; and (4) such ‘‘ miscellaneous” matters as the expenses of 
local authorities, the appearance of parties by solicitor and counsel, 
(section 50), and the status of Parliamentary agents before the new 
commission (section 51). 

The present Railway Commissioners, it will be remembered, are three 
in number, one being, by the Act of 1873, “‘ of experience in the law,” 
and the others, by the same Act, ‘‘ of experience in railway business.” 
The new commission is to consist of one ex-officio Commissioner for 
each of the three countries of the United Kingdom, who is to be a 
judge of a superior court, and two ‘“‘ appointed commissioners,” of 
whom one is to be of experience in railway business. The two 
appointed commissioners will, if called upon, visit whichever of the 
three countries may happen to require their services; the ex-officio 
commissioners are not to be called upon to serve out of that part of 
the United Kingdom for which they are to be nominated. The 
central office will be in Bondon, and the public sittings for English 
cases are (section 5, sub-section 2) to be at the Royal Courts of Jus- 
tice ‘‘or at such other place as the Lord Chancellor may from time 
to time appoint.” From the decisions of the commissioners there is 
to be an appeal on questions of law only, not, as under the Act of 
1873, to the High Court or Court of Session and no further (see Hall v. 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Co., 17 Q. B. D. 230), 
but to a superior court of appeal (section 17); that is, in 
England and Ireland, to the Court of Appeal, with a further appeal 
by leave, where there has been a difference of opinion between any two 
superior courts of appeal, to the House of Lords—a provision, 
inserted at the last moment after considerable difference of opinion 
between the two Houses of Parliament, which it will be very difficult 
to work satisfactorily. 

As regards traffic, there first comes an all-important provision 
(section 24) that every railway company is, within six months, to 
submit to the Board of Trade a “ revised classification of merchandise 
trafic and the maximum rates and charges applicable thereto.” That 
board is to publish the classification, &c., proposed, so as to allow 
objections to be made on behalf of the public. Out of the proposed 
classifications and the objections, and we presume also such official 
inner consciousness as they may possess, the board is to evolve, if 
possible, an ‘‘ agreed classification,” which is eventually to become 
law after passing through the stages of Provisional Order and Bill. 
If no agreement can be come to the Board of Trade has the power of 
settling the new classifications by initiations of its own. It is im- 
possible to exaggerate the importance of these provisions. We think 
them deficient in not including passenger traffic, but perhaps the 
companies may see their way in comprehending this kind of traffic 
also in the Bills eventually to be passed. 

Next we may mention a set of provisions by which the com- 
missioners gain the power to enforce obedience to the special Acts of 
the companies (section 9), to order traffic facilities, notwithstanding 
agreements between companies (section 11), to award damage (section 
12), andto make orders on one or morecompanies, with the power tocom- 
pel such companies to make mutual agreements in aid of the object 
aimed at by such orders, thus getting rid of the effect of the decision 
—incorrect in our opinion—in 7/'oomer v. London, Chatham, and Dover 
Railway Vo (2 Ex. D. 450), and to enforce through rates upon the 
application of any one of the public (section 25). 

ith regard to undue preference, the burden of proof that an un- 
equal treatment is not undue is thrown upon the railway companies 
(section 27), and “group rates” are expressly sanctioned, provided 





‘that the distances not be unreasonable, and that the group 
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create an undue preference ” (section 29)—a provision which leaves 
the law very much as it was. But by far the most important 
enactment on this head is that of section 27, subsection 2, that— 

No railway company shall mske, nor shall the court or the commissioners 
sanction, avy difference in the tolls, rates, or charges made for, or any difference 
in the treatment of, home and foreign merchandise, in respect of the same or similar 
services. 

That such differences are now very frequently made is notorious, 
and the question of bringing them before the present Railway Com- 
missioners has been over and over again discussed in the newspapers. 
Not a single case, however, has yet come before that tribunal. The 
provision which we have extracted above will, no doubt, encourage 
the various chambers of agriculture throughout the country, upon 
whom, as upon other public bodies, a locus standi is expressly con- 
ferred by section 7, to take vigorous action before the “ Railway and 








Canal Commission” for the enforcement of their new rights. 
Passing on to canals, we find that section 36 applies to them, ‘‘ so 
far as applicable ’—a modification to which it will be found hard to 
give accurate effect in practice—the provisions as to revised classifi- 
cation and undue preference to which railway companies are to be 
subject, and that section 38 gives the commission special powers of 
altering the tolls in the public interest where it is proved to their 
satisfaction that ‘‘ the tolls levied on the traffic of merchandise on a 
canal are such as are calculated to divert the traffic from a canal toa 
railwa fg 
By sosthin 39 canal companies are to forward returns of their 
capital, revenue, expenditure, and profits to the Board of Trade, 
by section 40 that board gains a power of supervision of canal 
bye-laws, and by section 41 a power of inspection. 
By section 43 canal companies may agree for through tolls 
amongst themselves; and by section 44 they may establish the 
clearing system, and have the benefit of the Railway Clearing Act, 
1850 (13 & 14 Vict. c. xxxiii.). 
Finally, by section 45 canal companies are empowered formally to 
— their undertakings under the supervision of the Board of 
Trade. 
The miscellaneous provisions do not require comment, and it only 
remains to call attention to the facts (1) that the Act does not come 
into operation till the 1st of January, 1889; (2) that various rules 
and orders by the Board of Trade and other authorities will have to 
be made before that date; (3) that not only will the borough 
councils be freed from the foolish restrictions, imposed by section 13 
of the Act of 1873, of a Board of Trade certificate as a condition 
precedent for the prosecution of a railway company, but that county 
councils, rural sanitary authorities, and justices in quarter sessions 
assembled are newly empowered to prosecute; and last, though not 
least, (4) that prohibition by which the action of the existing rail- 
ways was, whether rightly or wrongly, so frequently hampered (see, 
eg., South-Eastern Railway Co. v. Railway Commissioners, 6 Q. B. D. 
506), is, by section 17, sub-section 6, with other indirect modes of 
appeal, completely abolished as a mode of questioning the proceed- 
ings of the ‘‘ Railway and Canal Commission.” 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIFE SAVING APPLIANCES). 


51 & 52 Vict. c, 24.—MeErcHAant Surpprxs (Lire Savina Ap- 
PLIANCES) AcT, 1888. 


The matters with which this Act deals have hitherto been regu- 
lated by the Merchant Skipping Acts of 1854 and 1873, and the 
Passengers Act, 1855. Section 292 of the Act of 1854 required that 
all sea-going vessels should be supplied with boats of a certain 
number and size, according to the class of the ship as defined in the 
schedule. In addition to these there was to be a lifeboat if there 
were more than ten passengers, and in all cases there were to be two 
life-buoys. Section 293 imposed penalties for neglect of these 
requirements—viz., 2 penalty of not more than £100 upon the owner, 
if in fault, and upon the master in like case a penalty of not more 
than £50. Moreover, by section 294, if a ship was not duly equipped, 
no clearance was to be provided for it by any officer of customs. 
Section 27 of the Passengers Act, 1855, regulated afresh the number 
of boats to be carried by ger ships, such number being deter- 
mined according to the tonnage of the ship, and including a long 
boat and a lifeboat available for immediate service. Section 15 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1873, authorised the Board of Trade to vary 
the requirements as to boats contained in section 292 of the Act of 
1854. All these enactments, which have now become out of date, 
are repealed by Feary Act, and in their place is introduced a 


system which will allow of continual development according to the 
progress of knowledge and invention in the matter of life-saving 
appliances. 


rates charged and the places grouped together shall not be such as to | the general nature of the Act, its actual provisions are naturally few 


and simple, and its efficacy will depend chiefly upon the su uent 
cenbemean of the Board of Trade. ioe site 

Section 1 imposes upon the owner and master of every British 
ship the duty of seeing that his ship is provided, in accordance with 
the rules under the Act, with such boats, life-jackets, and other 
appliances for saving life at sea as shall be best adapted for 
securing the safety of her crew and passengers. After this it is 
only necessary to provide for the making of the rules and their 
enforcement. 

Section 2 deals with the constitution of the consultative com- 
mittee above referred to. Sub-section (1) directs the President of the 
Board of Trade to appoint a committee for the purpose of preparing 
and advising on rules to be made under the Act, but in the nomina- 
tion of its members he is to be guided by the first schedule. 
According to this, the selection is placed in the hands of various 
public bodies interested in the question, and the subsequent appoint- 
ment by the President of the Board of Trade seems to be merely 
nominal. The interests thus represented are sufficiently wide. Four 
members are to be shipowners, and two shipbuilders; three are to 
be persons practically acquainted with navigation, three able-bodied 
seamen, and two representatives of underwriters. These arrange 
ments, however, may be altered by the Queen in Council. Sub- 
sections (2) and (3) regulate tenure of office and payment. The 
latter is to be made out of the Mercantile Marine Fund, and is to be 
fixed by the Board of Trade. 

Section 3, without laying upon the Board of Trade any obligation 
to adopt the recommendations of the committee, empowers it to make 
and vary rules with respect to the matters mentioned in the second 
schedule. This schedule specifies particularly the means of saving 
life to which the Act applies. In the first place, British ships are to 
be arranged into classes, having regard to the services in which they 
are employed, the nature and duration of the voyage, and the number 
of persons carried. When this has been done, to each class is to be 
assigned a suitable number and description of boats, life-boats, life- 
rafts, life-jackets, and life-buoys. e rules are to provide for the 
construction and a of the boats and rafts, and—a point to be 
specially noted—for the methods to be employed in getting these and 
other life-saving appliances into the water. Amongst them the use 
of oil in stormy weather is authorised. Moreover, the rules may pro- 
vide for buoyant apparatus to be carried on board passenger ships, 
either in addition to or in substitution for the above appliances. 
Sections 4 and 5 provide for the enforcement of the rules when 
made. Offences under the Act consist in not providing suitable 
appliances, in losing them or allowing them to be injured through 
wilful default, in not replacing or repairing them if lost or injured, 
and in not keeping them fit and ready for use, In these cases the 
old penalties are re-enacted—viz., if the owner is in fault, a penalty 
not exceeding £100, and if the master, one not exceeding £50, In 
addition to these, section 5 provides for a system of inspection. For 
this purpose surveyors appointed under the 4th part of the Merchant 
Shipping Act of 1854 are to be utilised, as well as other persons 
appointed for the purpose by the Board of Trade. It is stated that 
they are to have the powers conferred on inspectors by section 14 of 
the same Act, but this seems to be an error for section 15. 
Section 14 authorises the Board of Trade to appoint inspectors; 
but it is section 15 which confers upon them their powers. These 
include powers to enter and inspect the ship, to administer oaths and 
to examine witnesses, and to require production of books, papers, and 
other documents. Upon discovering any deficiency he is to point it 
out to the master or owner, as well as suitable means for remedying 
it. A report is to be made to the collector of customs at the port 
from which the ship seeks to clear, and he is not to allow her to 
proceed to sea without a certificate that the defect has been remedied. 
By section 6 the rules under the Act are not to apply to sea fishing- 
boats registered in pursuance of the Sea Fisheries Act, 1868. 

Section 7 preserves the liability to a higher penalty or punishment 
that any person may incur under another Act or otherwise, and sec- 
tion 8 provides for the of the statutes above mentioned from 
the date when the first under the Act come into operation. 

By section 9 expressions used in the Act are to have the same 
meaning as in the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, and the Acts 
amending the same. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE MIDDLESEX REGISTRY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,— About the time that Mr. Munton’s letter with reference to 
the fees charged on the registration of memorials in the Middlesex 


Instead of specifying the new requirements in the Act itself, these | Registry appeared in the SoxiciTors’ JovRnat, I had occasion to 
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Both memorials were sworn before a commissioner, and both con- 
tained under 500 words. 

Upon inquiry as to how the fees were made up, the stationer was 
informed that unless the memorials are coun they are reckoned 
(unless of unusual length) at 5s. 6d. or 7s. each, -. 4 very fre- 
quently the actual statutory charge would be less. In my cases 
excess charges of 2s, 6d. and 2s. respectively were made. 

Sept. 4. E. T. 8. 





COSTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Trustees sold property by auction at a place where it is 
customary for the purchaser to pay to the auctioneer a fee of £1} 
per cent. on the purchase-money, and a similar fee to the vendor's 
solicitor (condition accordingly). The property was sold for £550, 
and the purchaser paid the fees, the auctioneer making no further 
charge to the vendors except for payments for advertisements, &c. 
In this case counsel settled the conditions of sale, and afterwards 
advised on answers to requisitions and as to the application of the 
purchase-money, when the trustees’ solicitor went to London from 
the country to attend counsel personally at the request of his clients. 
The purchaser, in this case, engaged his own solicitor. 

The trustees sold other property by auction for a similar sum at a 
place where the custom above referred to does not exist, the pur- 
chaser paying no auction fees. In this case the purchaser employed 
the trustees’ solicitor to act for him also. 

As the trust is being closed, an opinion as to what costs the solici- 
tor can legally charge in both cases to the trustees, and in the second 
case to the purchaser, would greatly oblige GLENDOWER. 


[We greatly regret the delay which has occurred in replying to 
our correspondent’s query. As we felt considerable doubt on one of 
the points involved, we submitted the queries to a practitioner of 
caulk enpnibane, who has kindly favoured us with the following 
opinion :—‘‘ According to Re Parker (ante, p. 440), it would appear 
that in the first case the solicitor is entitled to charge his client only 
the scale charge for deducing title and perusing and completing con- 
veyance (including preparation of conditions of sale, after giving 
credit for the amount paid by the purchaser). He will, of course, 
charge out of pocket expenses, such as counsel’s fees. In the 
second case the solicitor is entitled to the same charges against the 
trustees as in the first case, it being immaterial whether the auc- 
tioneer was paid by the vendor or purchaser (Opinion of the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society, January 27, 1887). And he is also 
legally entitled to charge the purchaser a similar amount; there 
being no rule applicable to Schedule 1, Part 1, similar to the second 
of the rules applicable to Part 2 of that schedule. As to the journey 
to London, if it was in relation to the advice on title or answers to 
requisitions it is covered by the scale charges. If it was as to re- 
investment sufficient information to enable us to form an opinion is 
not before us. It may be a proper charge to make against the 
trustees personally, although not a proper charge against the trust 
estate.”—Ep. 8. J.i 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE SHERIFFS ACT, 1887. 
ORDER AS TO FEEs. 


I, Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of 
Great Britain, by and with the advice and consent of the under- 
signed Judges of the Court of Appeal and High Court of Justice, 
and with the concurrence of the Lords Commissioners of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury, do hereby, in pursuance and execution of the 
powers given by the Sheriffs Act, 1887, fix the fees set forth in the 
schedule hereto annexed as the fees to be demanded, taken, and 
received by any sheriff or officer of a sheriff concerned in the 
execution of process directed to the sheriff in the several gees 


mentioned in the said schedule as from the date of this Order. 
(Signed) HALSBURY, C. 
COLERIDGE, C.J. 
ESHER, M.R. 


C. E, POLLOCK, B. 
We concur. 


HERBERT EUSTACE MAXWELL, 
SIDNEY HERBERT, 
Lords Commissioners of 
Her Majesty’s Treasury. 
Dated the 31st day of August 1888. 
TABLE OF FEEs. 
Execution of Writs of Fieri facias. 
1, For expenses incurred by the sheriff’s officer in making 








inquiries as to the goods of an execution debtor, and £ s, d, 
as to claims for rent and other claims on the goods, 
the actual expenses not exceeding under any cir- 
cumstances - ite 


2. For seizure by the sheriff's officer. For each building 
or place separately rated at which a seizure is made- 1 1 0 
3. For mileage: to include the mileage of the bailiff or 
the man in possession, per mile from the sheriff’s 
officer’s residence - - - - - 010 
The foregoing fees, numbered 1, 2, and 3, shall be paid by the exe- 
cution creditor, and shall not be recoverable by him although the 
execution proves abortive. i 
gp 3d 


4, For man in possession, per day - - - 0 0 
To provide his own board in every case. 

5. For removal of goods or animals to a place of safe 

keeping, when necessary, the actual cost. 

6. When goods or animals are removed, for warehousing 

and taking charge of the same Begg ye. feeding of 
animals) 24 per cent. on the value of the goods or 
animals removed, or the sum endorsed on the writ of 
execution, whichever is the less. No fees for keep- 
ing possession of the goods or animals to be charged 
after the goods or animals have been removed. 

. For the inventory and valuation, cataloguing, letting, 
and preparing for sale, when no sale takes place by 
reason of the execution being withdrawn, satisfied, 
or stopped, 24 per cent. on the value of the goods. 

8, For advertising and giving publicity to the sale by 

auction, the sum actually and necessarily paid. 

9. For commission to the auctioneer on a sale by auction, 

74 per cent. on the sum realized, not exceeding £100, 
5 per cent. on the next £200, 4 per cent. on the next 
£200 ; and on any sum exceeding in all £500 3 per 
cent. up to £1,000, and 24 per cent. on any sum ex- 
ceeding £1,000. 

10. For any sale by private contract, half the percentage 
allowed on a sale by auction. 

11. Sheriffs poundage s be the same as before the 
making of this Order, and the fee for delivery of the 
writ to the under sheriff. 

The foregoing fees, numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, shall be 
levied in every case in which an execution is completed by sale, as 
fees payable to sheriffs were levied before the making of this Order. 
In every case where an execution is withdrawn, satisfied, or stopped, 
the fees under this Order shall be paid by the person issuing the 
execution, or the person at whose instance the sale is stop as the 
case may be; and the amount of any costs and charges payable under 
this scale shall be taxed by a Master of the Supreme Court or Dis- 
trict Registrar of the High Court (as the case may be), in case the 
sheriff and the party liable to pay such costs and charges differ as to 
the amount thereof. 


oO 


~J 





RULES MADE PURSUANT TO SECTION EIGHT OF THE LAW 
OF DISTRESS AMENDMENT ACT, 1888, 


1, These Rules may be cited as the Distress for Rent Rules,’ 1888. 
2. Certificates granted under the Law of Distress Amendment Act, 
1888, herein-after called the Act, may be either general or special. 
A special certificate shall specify the perticular distress or distresses 


to which it er Certificates shall be in the Forms Nos. 1 and 2 
in Appendix I. to these Rules, with such variations as circumstances 
may require. 

3. A 


special Certificate may be ted by the judge or registrar, 
but a general certificate shall only Cane by the as in enone 

4. A general certificate shall authorise the bailiff named in it to 
levy at any place in England or Wales. 

5. Any person (not being an officer of a County Court) holding a 
certificate under the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883, shall on appli- 
cation be entitled to obtain, without fee, a general certificate. 

P.M, No certificate shall be granted to any officer of a County 

7. Any practising solicitor of the Supreme Court shall, on appli- 
cation, and on payment of the prescribed fee, be entitled to a general 
or — ce “pag 

8. general or special certificate may, on payment of the pre- 
scribed fee, be granted to any applicant who satisfies the authority 
granting the same that he is a fit and proper person to hold the 
certificate. 

9. Where the applicant for a certificate is not a ratepayer, rated 
on a rateable value of not less than £25 per annum, he may, if the 
authority applied to thinks fit, be relent y to give security for the due 
performance of his duties. 

10. The security shall be oats to the satisfaction of the regis- 
trar. In the case of a general certificate the amount shall be £20, and 
in the case of a special certificate the amount shall be £5. 
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11. The security shall be given to the registrar. It may be given 
by deposit, or by bond, or by guarantee, as the registrar may think 

12. On any application to cancel a certificate the judge may, 
whether he cancels the certificate or not, order that the security shall 
be forfeited, either wholly or in part, and that the amount directed 
to be forfeited shall be paid to the party aggrieved. 

13. Where the judge orders that the security shall be forfeited, 
either heey dl or in part, but does not cancel the certificate, he may 
direct that the bailiff shall give fresh security as a condition of retain- 
ing his certificate. 

14, Subject to rule 12, where a certificate is cancelled by the 
judge = security shall also be cancelled, and the deposit (if any) 
re ° 


15. No person shall be entitled to any fees, charges, or expenses 
= le ge distress, ey — i act - — in —— thereto, 
other than those specified in, and authorise e table in A - 
dix II. to these Rules. ¥ at 

16. Where the rent due exceeds £20 the fees, charges, and expenses 
specified in Scale I. shall be allowed, and where the rent due does not 
exceed £20 the fees, charges, and expenses specified in Scale II. shall 
be allowed. 

17, In case of any difference as to fees, charges, and expenses 
between the dy ee or any of them, the fees, charges, and expenses 
shall be taxed by the registrar of the district in which the distress is 
levied. The registrar may make such order as he thinks fit as to the 
a of —_ taxation. 

. copy of the table of fees, char and expenses authorised by 
these Rules shall be posted up by the regietrar ins conspicuous place 
in his office, and every bailiff levying a di shall, on the request 
of the tenant, produce to him his certificate and a copy of the table. 

19, “‘ Judge” means a judge of County Courts. 

** Certificate’ means a certificate to act as a bailiff under section 
seven of the Act. 

“ Registrar” means registrar of a County Court, and each regis- 
trar where there is more than one, and includes a deputy registrar. 
August 31, 1888, (Signed) PUALspuRy, Cc, 


APPENDIX I. 
Form 1. General Certificate. 


In the County Court of » holden at 
Pursuant to section seven of the Law of Distress Amendment 

Act, 1888, I hereby authorise A.B., of , to act 

as a bailiff to levy distresses for rent in England and Wales. 


[Date.] 


Signed 
L.S. - 
Judge. 
Form 2. Special Certificate. 
[Date ] 
In the County Court of » holden at 


Pursuant to section seven of the Law of Distress Amendment 
Act, 1888, I hereby authorise A.B., of , to act 
as @ bailiff to levy a distress on the premises of C.D. of P 
for rent alleged to be due to Z.F. of 

La Signed 


Judge. 
or Registrar. 
TABLE OF Fees, CHARGES, AND EXPENSES. 
Scale I. 
Distresses for Rent where the Sum demanded and due shall exceed £20, 


For levying distress. Three per cent. on any sum exceeding £20 and 
not exceeding £50. o and a half per cent. on any sum 
exceeding £50 and not exceeding £200; and one per cent. on 
any additional sum. 


AprEenvDrix II. 


For man in possessession, 5s. per day; to provide his own board in | the deed; that section 5 of the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1 


every case. 
For advertisements the sum actually and necessarily paid. 


For commission to the auctioneer. On sale by auction seven and a | plaintiff, who executed it before the 
Was as much ualified from purchasing the estate as R. W. 


half per cent. on the sum realised not exceeding £100, five per 
cent. on the next £200, four per cent. on the next £200; and 
on any sum exceeding £500 three per cent. up to £1,000, and 
two and a half cent. on any sum exceeding £1,000, A 


Scale II. 

Distresses for Rent where the Sum demanded and due shall not exceed £20. 

For levying distress, 3s. 

For man in possession, 4s, 6d. per day ; to provide his own board in 
every case. 

For appraisement, on the tenant’s written request, whether by one 
alee or more, 6d. in the pound on the value as appraised, in 
addition to the amount for the stamp. 

For all expenses of advertisements, if any 10s. 

Catalogues, sale and commission, and delivery, 1s. in the pound on 
the net produce of the sale. 

For removal at tenant’s request, the reasonable expenses (subject to 
Rule 17) attending such removal. 








CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 
DAGNALL ». BULLOOK—Denmaa, J., 31st August. 


Composition—Dzep—IRREGULARITY—PusBLic Pottcy—Dseps or ARRANGE- 
ment Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vicr. co. 57), ss. 5, 6, 9, 12. 


The plaintiff claimed (1) That the deed of assignment for the benefit of 
creditors of Charles Henry Pitcher, dated the 22nd of March, 1888, might 
be set aside; (2) That the contract for sale of a brewery at Burgess Hill, 
Sussex, to the defendant, Robert William Pitcher, might be set aride ; (3) 
an injunction to restrain the defendant Bullock from proceeding with the 
sale. On the 20th of March, 1888, the first meeting of the creditors of 
Charles Henry Pitcher was held, and on the 22nd the deed was 
executed, whereby the debtor assigned his business to the defendant 
Bullock as trustee upon trust for sale bY public auction or private contract 
at the best price; three clear days’ n was to be given of a meeting of 
creditors to adopt any proposed sale. On the 12th of July a meeting was 
held at which it was agreed by the creditors, with the exception of the 

laintiff, to accept 4s. in the pound for the business. There was some 
fnformality in that meeting, and on the L7th of July notice was given of 
a meeting to be held on the 19th. The plaintiff attended that meeting, 
und made an offer of 4s. 6d. in the pound, the defendant, R. W. 
Pitcher, also offered 4s. 6d. in the pound, and his offer was accepted. 
Only six creditors executed the deed of assignment before it was 
registered, but forty-two others ed after registration. By section 5 
of the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887, ‘‘ From and after the commence- 
ment of this Act a deed of arrangement to which this Act applies shall 
be void unless the same shall have been under this Act within 
seven Clear days after the first execution thereof the debtor or an 
creditor, or, if it is executed in any place out of England and Treland 
respectively, then within seven clear days after the time at which it 
would, in the ordinary course of post, arrive in England or 
Treland ee it posted within one week after the execution 
thereof, and unless the same shall bear such 


and ad valorem 
stamp as is under this Act provided.” By on 6 (1), “A 
true copy of the deed, and of every schedule or inventory thereto 


annexed, or therein referred to, shall be presented to, and filed with, the 
registrar within seven clear days after the execution of the said deed (in 
like manner as a bill of sale given by way of security for the ent of 
money is now required to be filed), and an affidavit o the debtor 
stating . .. Na 

the judge er to extend the time for registration. 

the ae that no notice of the meeting of the 19th of July was 
given; that R. W. Pitcher was in the position of a trustee or member of a 
committee of inspection purchasing the estate of a debtor contrary to the 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, r. 316; that an erel have been 
made under ord. 55, r. 3 (/’), of the Rules of Court, 1883, to sanction the 
sale; and that the registration of the deed was invalid, only six creditors 
having executed it before registration. e to Chambers 
v. Smith (12 M. & W. 2), Robson v. Calze (1 Doug. 228), 

Tennent (2 Q. B. 49), Ba parte Milner (15 Q. B. 

v. Sandford (1 Giff. 388), Mare v. W : 
dant it was e 

meeting of creditors; that the plaintiff 

being market day at Brighton, and most convenient to the creditors; that 
the twenty creditors who attended a four-fifths in value; that 
there was no evidence that the debtor knew that 

composition, or that their debts were 


Denman, J., held reluctantly that he was bound to continue the 


injunction uvtil the hearing of the cause. He assumed, for the purpose 


of the present application, 
case, and that he had 


there were no real merits in the plaintiff's 
acted from purely motives. junction 
there 


F 


fraction of £1 to be in all cases reckoned £1. serious questions 
moana Ses, Cosans, ont epee Geman de igo £7) sham see celal tmtanetions such an © aimentiog scodinos shoud not be 
distress is withdrawn or where no sale takes place, and for | bound by. It had been said that the trustee acted with independent 
negotiations between landlord and tenant respecting the dis- power; but the trustee did not act of his own will and power in the 
tress. matter, but p to have consulted the will of the creditors in the 
not consult the wishes of 


way pro 





For appraisement, on tenant’s written request, whether by one 
broker or more, 6d. in the pound te value as appraised, in 


addition to the amount for the stamp. \of the 


the 
ae the plaintiff might not be able to take advantage 


construction of the Act on behalf of himself, on behalf of 
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the other creditors the case must be heard. The point was one of great 
importance as to the duty of trustees in bankruptcy. First, as to the 
objection that the registration of the deed of assignment was bad. It 
was said that section 5 of the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887, by the 
words, ‘‘after the first execution thereof by the debtor or any creditor,” 
meant all the creditors who signed the deed. Then came section 6, ‘A 
true copy of the deed ard of every schedule, &c., . shall be filed,”’ 
and other clauses were cited to shew that the intention of the Legislature 
was that such a deed was not completo unless all the creditors signed 


within the time specified. If that construction was right, section 9 of the ; 


Act came to the aid of the judge, whereby he could allow the deed to be 
registered at a later date if it was impossible to get all the signatures 
within seven days. The Act could not be worked if the registration was 
bad according to the plaintiff’s construction of the Act; but this was a 
serious question, and not to be decided on an interlocutory application. 
He had suggested that another meeting should be held, and a fresh deci- 
sion arrived at, but all the parties did not consent to that proposal, and 
therefore the only way was to leave the case to be disposed of at the 
hearing. He did not go into the other points decided in the case of 
Bz parte Milner, which were said to overrule Robson v. Calze. He could 
not decide such points on an interlocutory application, but he should 
continue the interim injunction until trial or further order, reserving the 
coste.—Covunse1, Marten, Q.C., and Ringwood ; Curtis Price; Millar, Q.0., 
and Haldinstein. Soxtcrrons, A. J. Skipper; Nye, Greenwood, § Moreton ; 
H. Sowton, for Buckwell, Brighton. 


ALLEN v. VOKES—Denman, J., 31st August. 
Nvisancge—INnTERLOcUTORY InsuncTIon—CostTs, 


The plaintiff moved that an interim injunction, granted ez parte on 
the 15th of August, restraining the defendant Vokes from using a piece 
of land in Chelsea for rifle galleries, swings, &c.,s0 as to be a nuisance, 
might be continued until trial or further order. No affidavits had been 
filed by the defendant. The plaintiff, a resident, pressed for costs. 
The defendant said that he had given up the ground, and abated the 
nuisance. 

Denman, J., continued the injunction, with costs, to be the plaintiff's 
bom in any event.—CovunsgL, Eustace Smith. Soxicrrors, Morse, Hewitt, ¢ 

‘arman, 


WALLIS v. LOMAS—Denman, J., 3lst August. 
Frienpiy Socrery—InsuncTION—JURISDICTION. 


This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiff, a member of the Beeston 
Greyhound Friendly Society, Notts, to restrain the president and secretary 
and other officers and members from depriving bim of his rights as a 
member of the society, and for a receiver. Under the rules of the society 
apy member afflicted with illness was entitled to a weekly allowance, 
but while receiving such allowance a member was not allowed to engage 
in any business. The defendants alleged that the plaintiff was seen to 
go into shops to transact business, and on the 28th of February, 1888, 
at a special meeting, a resolution was passed by the requisite majority 
of members expelling the plaintiff from the society. On behalf of the 
plaintiff it was said that he was buying articles fur his own consump- 
tion, and there was no evidence that he was transacting business for 
remuneration. The defendants argued that, in the absence of un- 
reasonable conduct, the court would not interfere with the internal 

ement of a society such as this: Dawkins v. Antrobus (17 Ch. D. 
628). Then the affidavits of the plaintiff were only on his information 
and belief, and did not state the grounds of such information and belief : 
Quartz Consolidated Gold Mining Co. v. Beall (20 Ch. D. 508); Bidder v. 
Bridges (26 Ch. D. 8). The application was also too late. 

Denman, J., said that he could not interfere. As to the injunction, 
it was quite clear that the plaintiff had no case. As to the receiver, 
it was a rare case for the court to appoint a receiver when nothing 
had been settled in favour of the plaintiff’s rights. If the plaintiff 
established his rights, the court would find a remedy. The action was 
one of a complicated character; if the plaintiff was improperly ex- 
pelled, the court would have power to deal with the matter. There 
would be no costs against the plaintiff, but the costs would be in the 
discretion of the judge at the trial—Covunszt, H. FE. Duke; T. Brett. 
Soricrrors, Page ¢ Scorer; J. H. Lee, for Whittingham § Williams, Notts. 


In re INDIAN MILLS COTTON OO. (LIM.)—Denman, J., 5th 
September. 


Company—Repvction or Oarrrar—Vacation Busrnzss. 


This was a petition by the company asking the court to sanction a 
resolution on the 22nd of ch, and confirmed on the 5th of 
April, for the reduction of the capital of the company. All the creditors 
of the company assented to the resolution. 

Denman, J., declined to hear the petition in the vacation as the 
petition was not a simple one, and there was no urgency ; and he ordered 
the petition to stand over to the first petition day in next sittings.— 
Counszt, Millar, Q.C., and Charles Macnaghten. So.icirors, Pritchard, 
Englefield, $ Co. 


SMITH »v. STANDING—Denman, J., 5th September. 
Restrictive OCovENANT—BREACH—DAMAGES—INIJUNCTION. 


The plaintiff moved to restrain the defendant from erecting 
more than one dwelling-house on a piece of land at Bray, BPerk- 
shire, in breach of a covenant contained in an agreement. The agice- 
ment was made on the 3rd of May, 1884, between the plaintiff and the 








defendant, and the plaintiff granted to the defendant a piece of land by 
the river, and the defendant covenanted not to erect any building on the 
premises thereby conveyed ‘‘ except a private dwelling-house.”” The 
defendant was proceeding to erect more than one house on the land. On 
behalf of the plaintiff it was said that the intention of the covenant was 
to restrict the defendant to building one dwelling-house, and that it was 
never contemplated that the defendant would build anything except one 
river:ide villa. For the defendant it was argued that the covenant de- 
fined the class of houses, and did not confive the defendant to building 
only one house, and that no damage had been shewn. Reference was 
made to Kerr on Injunctions (p. 199), and Leech v. Schweder (9 Ch. 
App. 465). 

Denman, J., held that there was damage in the sense of irreparable 
damage. The damages could not be assessed or ae into figures, but the 
acts of the defendant were contrary to the feelings of the plaintiff 
when she entered into the agreement. He granted an injunction to re- 
strain @ breach of the covenant by erecting more than one dwelling- 
house, or by proceeding with the erection of the one begun.—Covunsz1, 
Millar, Q.C., and Douglas ; Eustace Smith. Soxrscrtors, Tyrell, Lewis, § 
Co. ; A. BE. Sydney. 


In re MISSOURI ESTATES RAILWAY AND IRON OO. (LIM.)— 
Denman, J., 5th September. 


Company—LiquipATOR—REMOVAL—OCompanies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict, c. 
89), s. 141. 


This was a motion, under section 141 of the Companies Act, 1862, on 
behalf of a large number of shareholders, asking that William Shephard 
might be removed from being liquidator of the company, and for the 
appointment of some other person. For the applicants it was said that 
J. C. Harvey, the former liquidator, had received £3,700 of the money of 
the company and had absconded; that the shareholders objected to 
Shephard on the ground that at the meeting on the 3lst of July only 
three out of the seven shareholders present were independent, and two 
of the others only held one share each, and Shephard, who had been 
connected with Harvey in the business of the company, voted for himself. 
Re Sir John Moore Gold Mining Co. (12 Ch. D. 325) wes referred to. For 
the respondent it was said that no due cause had been shewn ; that no 
evidence had been given of the unfitness of Shephard; that no poll was 
demanded at the meetiug, so that a voter holding one vote was equal to a 
voter holding more. 

Denman, J., said that, applying the rule in the last case on the subject 
before the Court of Appeal (Re Adam Hyton § Co., 36 Oh. D. 299), he had 
decided to make the order removing the liquidator. The measure of the 
cause to be shewn was the substantial and real interest of the liquidation. 
He made the order removing Shephard, and referred the matter to 
chambers to uppoint a liquidator. As far as possible he discouraged the 
practice of fighting for the position of liquidator, and therefore he made 
no order as to costs.—CounsgL, Alexander Young ; Bramwell Davis. Sout- 
citors, Stretton, Hilliard, § Co. ; John Green. 


WILLIAMS v. PICK—Derman, J., 5th September. 
Ligut—Damaces—INsUNcTION. 


This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiff to restrain the defendant 
from obstructing his ancient lights in his shop at Ipswich. For the 
plaintiff it was said that he was entitled to an interlocutory injunction, 
substantial damage having been shewn: Greenwood vy. Hornsey (33 Ch. D. 
470); Ainslie v. Glover (18 Eq. 544); Krehl v. Burrell (11 Ch. D. 146); 
Newson v. Pender (27 Ch. D. 43). The defendant offered to give an under - 
taking to pull down the buildings if the case went against him at the 
trial of the action. . 

Denman, J., said that it was not a case for an interlocutory injunction 
A jury was not likely to find more than £20 or £30 damages. He refused 
the motion, reserving the costs, the defendant undertaking to abide by any 
decision of the court as to pulling down the buildings.—CounseL, Mar‘en, 
Q.C., and D. L. Alexander ; Millar, Q.0., and Guill. Soxicrrors, Emanuel 
§ Simmonds ; Crowdy, Son, § Tarry. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
STUDENTS’ STATUTES OF THE SESSION. 
IIL. 


Exrmine Laws Continuance Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 38) 
continues until the 3lst of December, 1889, among other statutes, the 
Corrupt Practices Prevention Act, 1854, as far as it is continued by the 
Act of 1883, the Promissory Notes Act, 1863, Prosecution Expenses Act, 
1866, Parliamentary Elections Act, 1860, as much as is continued by the 
Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention Act, 1883, Sunday Observances 
Prosecution Act, 1871, the Corrupt and Illegal Practices Act, 1883, and 
the Municipal Elections Act, 1884. 

Morrmarn and CuarirasBLe Usgs Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vier. c. 42). 

Section 1.—Land assured to a corporation in mortmain, except by Royal 
licence or by virtue of statute, to be forfeited to the Crown from the date 
of the assurance, save that, if mesne lords intervene, they may enter 
within a limited period (twelve months for the immediate superior, six 
months for the next, &c.). 

Section 4.—Land and personal property to be laid out in land, if con- 
veyed to charitable uses, to be by deed executed twelve months before the 
death of the assuror, &c. (the formalities being those contained in 9 Geo. 
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2, c. 36, and the amending Acts now repealed), without power of revoca- 
tion, reservations, &c., except the reservation of a peppercorn rent, mines, 
easements, &c. (as formerly provided by 24 Vict. c. 9). 

Section 5.—Default in enrolment can be cured subsequently if it arose 
from ignorance or inadvertence. 

Section 6.—Land to any quantity, if assured by deed for the purpose of 
a public park, public museum, or school-house, is exempted, and so are 
wills if the amount does exceed twenty, two, and one acres for these pur- 
poses, but the will must be executed twelve months before death. 

Besides the universities and schools formerly excepted from the pro- 
visions of 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, section 7 excepts the universities of London, 
Victoria University, and Keble College, Oxford. 

Section 13 repeals several statutes de viris religiosis (9 Geo. 2, c. 36, &c.), 
the provisions of which it substantially re-enacts. 


County Covrrs Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), 


comes into operation on the 1st of January, 1889, and consolidates with 
amendments the twelve County Courts Acts from 1846 to 1887. Students 
should age | notice the following sections :— 

Part Il. (Judges and Officers).—Section 48.—Penalty for assaulting 
county court bailiffs in the execution of their duty, £5. 

Section 50.—Registrars and bailiffs guilty of extortion or misconduct, 
besides repayment of any money so levied, damages, and costs, a fine of 
£10 for every such offence, 

Section 52.—-No officer of the court in executing any warrant, and no 
person at whose instance any warrant shall be executed, to be deemed a 
trespasser by reason of any irregularity or informality in any proceed- 
ing on the validity of which such warrant depends, but the p aggrieved 
may bring an action for the special damage sustained by the irregularity 
against the party guilty thereof. 

Section 53.—Actions, &c., against officers to be commenced within 
three months, and one month’s notice to be given. 

Part III.—Jurisdiction and Law.—Section 56 maintains the limit of £50 
in personal actions, except that generally the court shall not have 
cognizance of libel, slander, seduction, and breach of promise (malicious 
prosecution is no longer an exception). 

Section 59 extends the jurisdiction in ejectment to lands where neither 
the value nor rent exceeds £50 per annum (formerly £20, except against 
tenants at sufferance when it was £50). 

Section 61.—In questions of title parties may, by consent, give juris- 
dicticn to the court. 

Section 62.—If a plaintiff claims more than £20 in contract, or more 
than £10 in tort, the defendant may object to the jurisdiction on giving 
security to the extent of £150, if the county court judge certifies that in 
his opinion some important question of law or fact ely to arise. 

Section 64.—In all actions assigned to the Queen’s Bench Division the 
parties may by memorandum in writing bestow jurisdiction on the judge 
of the county court named therein. 

Section 65.—In any action of contract brought in the High Court, the 
claim indorsed on the writ not exceeding £100 (or, if exceeding, reduced 
by payment, admitted set-off, &c.), it shall be lawful for either party at 
any time to apply for an order for the action to be tried in a county 
court; the High Court judge is to make such order unless there is good 
reason to the contrary; High Court costs till the order, and county court 
costs subsequently. 

Section 67.—The limit of the equitable jurisdiction remains £500 ; but, 
it should be observed, ‘‘ actions for relief against fraud or mistake in which 
the damage sustained on the estate or fund in respect of which relief is 
cought shall not exceed in amount or value the sum of £500.” 

Section 71.—Registrars to pay money paid into court within forty-eight 
hours of its payment into the Post Office Savings Bank. 

Part IV.—Procedure and Trial.—The salient features as to commence- 
ment of proceedings by plaint; notice of special defences, such as 
infancy, limitations, &c., to be given to the registrar; right to a jury 
when the amount claimed exceeds £5, remain as before. 

Section 105.—Where judgment hss been obtained for a sum not exceed- 
ing £20, exclusive of costs, the court may order payment by instalments, 
but not if it exceeds that sum, unless the plaintiff consents. 

Section 116.—In respect to any action brought in the High Court which 
could have been commenced in a county court (1) if in contract the plain- 
tiff recovers less than £20, he shall not be enti to any costs; if over 
£20 but less than £50, only county court costs; (2) similarly in tort, sub- 
stituting £10 for £20, and £20 for £50—unless the High Oourt judge 
allows otherwise—except that, if the plaintiff gets judgment wit 
twenty-one days, under order 14, for a sum of £20 on contract, he shall be 
entitled to costs on the scale in force in the Supreme Court. 

The leading features of appeals, replevin, and recovery of tenements by 
landlords when the rent does not exceed £50 and the term has or 
ad —* by notice, remain practically unaltered (sections 

). 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS, 


Mr. Joszrx Bzavumont, solicitor (of the firm of Beaumont, Son, & Bright), 
of Maldon and Coggeshall, and of 33, See has been appointed 
Solicitor to the Blackwater Mutual Benefit Building Society. Mr, Beau- 
mont was admitted a solicitor in 1856. 

Mr. Tuomas Cararn (of the firm of Soames & . -1- of Petersfield, Las 
been appointed Olerk to the Liss School Board. . Caparn was admitted 





a solicitor in 1877. His partner, Mr. Joseph Soames, is registrar to the 
Petersfield County Court, and clerk to the county magistrates and the 
Commissioners of Taxes. 

Mr. James Mrtwaep, solicitor, of Pershore, has been appoin 
the Pershore Board of G Assessment Committee, School Attend- 
ance Oommittee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, and Superintendent 
Registrar for the Pershore District. 

Mr. James Suturvan Gresn, Q.C., has been appointed an Assistant 
Commissioner under the Irish Land Acts. Mr. Green was called to the bar 
in Ireland in 1841, and became a Queen’s Counsel in 1869. He is a 
member of the Munster Circuit, and he has been for several years prosecut- 
ing Crown counsel for the county of Cork. 

Mr. Gzorce Waicut, Q.0., has been a ted Prosecu' Crown 
Counsel for the county of Cork. Mr. Wright was called to the bar in 
Ireland in 1871, and became a Queen’s Oounsel in 1886. He practises on 
the Munster Circuit. 

Mr. Srzruen Ronan, barrister, has been appointed Prosecuting Crown 
Coungel for the county of Kerry. Mr. Ronan was called to the bar in 
Treland in 1870. He practises on the Munster Circuit. 

has been 


Mr. Joun Boorn Lazenny, solicitor, of Newcastle-upon- 
appointed Conservative Registration Agent for the borough of Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Mr. Lazenby was admitted a solicitor in 1 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vutions. 
Tuomas Grit Trier and Harry Grenvitte Tannze, of 1, Lincoln’s-inn, 
Corporation-street, Birmingham, solicitors. August 24. i 
[@azette, Aug. 31. 








GENERAL, 


According to Kemp's Mercantile Gazette the number of failures in 
England and Wales gazetted during the week ending September 1 was 
seventy. The number in the corresponding week of last year was seventy- 
seven, shewing a decrease of seven, being a net increase in 1888, to date, 
of thirteen. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette—FR1Day, Aug. 81. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Rak (TRANSVAAL) GOLD MininG Co, LuwiTep.—By an order made Denman, 
J., dated Aug 22, on petition of George Louis pi ini, it was 
o: dered that voluntary winding up of company be continued. Vallance & Co, 


Lombard House, E.O., solors for petner 
WESTERN INSURANCE Go, Liarra,.—By an order made by Denman, J., dated 
Aug 15, it was ordered that the company be wound up, Waltons & Uo, 101, 
Leadenhall st, solors for petner 
CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
IN 


CERY. 
LiverPoon Ngatsroor Om Co, Limirep.—Petn tor winding up, presented A’ 
27, directed to be heard before Francis Willis Taylor, on c= ii, at 
the Chancery Office, Winckley st, Preston, at 11. Alexander W' 4, Cook 


erpooi, solor f, 
— eT FRIENDLY SOCIKTY DISSOLVED. 


IsLE OF WIGHT BENEFIT SOCIETY, Newport, W. Aug 28 
sandon .— TUESDAY, 

JOINT STOCK COMPAN 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


ANGLO-CONTINENTAL Ick SHARE TRUST, LOTED.—Denman, J., hos, by an order 
dated Aug 28, appointed Benjamin Newstead, 77, Gresham st, official liqui- 


dator 

Art ENGRAVING Oo, ListTED.—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 31, directed 
to be heard before Denman, J., on Wednesday, Sept 12. Byron Johnson, 49 
and 60, Parliament st, Westminster 

Fenn & Co, LIMITED, AND REDUCED. 
28, it was ordered that the capital be 


—By an order made by Chitty, J., on A 
redeeed from £10,000 to £8,000. ‘Barnard 


& Co, 47, Lincoln's inn fields, solors for company 

JONES BROTHERS, LIMITED.— for winding up, presented t 3, directed to 
be beard before Denman, J., on Sepe 18. Van Sandan & Oo, 13, st, Cheap- 
side, agents for Belk & Cochrane, Middlesborough, solors for petners 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


Last DAY oF ony “ 
Brook, JosErn, York, Innkeeper. Oct 1. Brook v Simpson, 
‘North, J. Syink, Pontefract 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF CLAIM. 


London Gazette.—FRipay, Aug. 31. 
Axsurg, Haxny MiowAtt, Manthorpe, ar Bourne, Warmor. Oct 10. Smith & 
AnNong Banret Bedminster, Gent. Oct 1. Beale & Marting, Reading 

BOLLARD,, Waneres WIIidAM, Armley, nr Leeds, Gent. Oct 15. Wade & Co, 
Brown, JOHN, Trevor sq, Knightsbridge, Retired Draper. Sept 80, Gordon & 


penek JosePH, Henwick, Worcester. Oct 17. Hudson, Pershore 
CoaTEs, JaMEs, Denton, Lancaster, Gent. Oct 31. Hampson, Ashton under 


Lyne 
OTTLE, WILLIAM, M ieahose, Wie, Farmer, Oct 8. Awéry, Onlepsniem 
Goustss, “Epwans JORE, Old Palace rd, Heigham, N Gent. Sept 30, 
, No 
Cummaina, GEORGE DURANT, Charleville rd, West Kensington, Olerk. Oct 10. 
Hooper, Exeter 
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Gunny, Bewanp BaRRetT, Leasam, Rye, Sussex, Esq. Nov 1. Ford & Co, 
South sq 
EssELs, HENRIETTA ESTHER, Cressy place, Stepney Green. Sept 29. Jessup, 


Ctepeey 
ee on lee 7 ca Drew, Alwyns, Teignmouth. Oct1. Andrew & 
‘0, Great Jam 
GOWER, a Exata, *  emsbienete, Devon. Oct 1. Cooper & Co, Hirchin 


Gneenway, CHARLES THOMAS, Douglas place, Geenwich, Gent. Oct1. Barfield, 
Pluwden buildings 

HELMORE, W1LL1AM, Woodgrange rd, Forest gate. Oct 28, Helmore, Bishops 
gate’ st Within 

LITTLEWOOD, AGNES, Highgate, Kendal, Westmoreland, Innkeeper. Oct 20. 
Thomeon & Wilson, Kendal 

McConnkELL, JOHN, Richmond, Esq. Sept 27. Lawrence & Co, Newsq 

ROBINSON, JOSEPH, Selby, York, Gent. Oct1. Bantoft & Son, Selby 


. Hon pay. CHARLOTTE ANNE, Hayward’s Heath, Sussex. Sept 30. 
Robins & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
SUNLEY, JOHN, Brunswick sq, Camberwell, Gent. Oct 1. 


Fenchurch st 
TaTNER, Louisa, Slough, Buckingham. Oct 31, Darvill & Last, Windsor 
Oct 12. Pearless & 


TaYLor, ABRAHAM, ow or Surrey, Licensed Victualler. 
Sons, East Grins 
WALLIs, ELIZABETH Vorsrens Southport. Sept 29. Brown, Southport 
WARD, Mark. SKELTON, Croyden, Licensed Victualler. Oct 10. Kendall & Co, 
nion Bank chbrs 
Hardisty 


W118, Rev Francis BALLARD, Woodchurch Rectory, Kent. Oct 1. 


& Co, Gt Marlborough st 
WILLIAMS, ARTHUR STUART, Winchester, Esq. Oct 31. Markby & Co, New sq 


WOLSTENHOLME, EizA, Sheffield. Oct2. Simpson, Sheffield 


Marsh, Fen court, 








WARNING TO INTENDING HOUSE PURCHASERS AND LESSEES. —Before purchasing 
= renting a house have the Sanitary arrangements thoroughly examined by an 
= Ly, = The Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 115, Victoria-st., West- 

vt (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c.—[ ADVT. } 


STAMMERERS AND STUTTERERS should read a little book by Mr. B. BEASLEY, 
Baron’s-court-house, W. Kensington, London. Price 13 stamps. Theauthor, cr 
suffering nearly 40 years, cured lf by a method entirely his own.—[ADVT 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, Aug. 31. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. . 
am. {mamas HEnRrY, Nottingham, Hatter Nottingham Pet Aug27 Ord 
ug 

BIDDLECOMBE, ALFRED A aaa Rye lane, Peckham, Tobacconist High Court Pet 

Aug4 Ord Aug 28 
CADWALLADER, WILLIAM HENRY, een, nr Wolverhampton, Clerk Wolver- 

hampton Pet Aug29 Ord Aug 29 
CaRBIS, —_— Ludgvan, Cornwall, Potato Buyer Truro Pet Aug29 Ord 
Cuan, Jo OHN HENRY, Briggate, Leeds, Printer, Leeds Pet Aug28 Ord Aug 28 
Crakk, SAMURL, Leicester, Carver Leicester Pet Aug29 Ord Aug 29 
Coy, JOsEPH, Hailey, nr Witney, Publican Oxford Pet Aug27 Ord Aug 97 
mene * JOHN, Hereford, Licensed Victualler Hereford Pet Aug 27 Ord 
Daven, CHARD, emenan, Carnarvonehire, Quarry Overlooker Bangor Pet 


27 Ord Aug 27 
Dopp. BENJAMIN JENKINS, Rhesionwchrages, Denbighshire, Boot Dealer 
Eaton, C., Leyton, Essex, Builder 


Wrexham Pet Aug29 Ord Au us 29 
igh Court Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 29 
Erty, Henry, Pe BENJAMIN arte Ls, Grange wk, Bermondsey, 


‘anners Bie Court Pet Aug 2% 
FRasER, GEoRGE, Wimborne Minister, Tremor sf Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 


meee YT een Gt Grimsby, Hairdresser Gt Grimsby Pet Aug 28 
Gusees. a Bethesda, Carnarvonshire, Quarryman Bangor Pet Aug 27 

phage Fm TOUREROIES, Old Broad st, Stock Broker High Court Pet 
eer | & y hy o ellington st, Barnsbury, Exporters High Court Pet April 30 
we _ hill, Camberwell, Dairyman High Court Pet Aug 10 
niet — St Paul’s churchyard, Chemist High Court Pet Aug 28 Ord 
LARTER, MAS, East rd, City rd, Furniture Dealer High Court Pet Aug 28 
a Baw, Manchester, Club Proprietor Manchester Pet Augi3 Ord 
Lasse” a Gasman, Tisbury, Wilts, Veterinary Surgeon Salisbury Pet 


Aug2s Ord A ——— 
Locmavece, BertuHa Kare, Bexhill, no occupation Hastings Pet Augi5 Ord 


LLOYD, JOHN JAMES, and SARAH ANNIE ae H 

Pembroke Dock I Pet Aug27 Ord Aug b ENR, DUNNE 

me yy os f AlxetDA, Gt Gotan st, Company Promoter High 
ug 

sues we in Nate, Lancs, Provision Dealer Wigan Pet Aug 


SMEERDON, JOHN, Newton Abbot, Baker Exeter Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
TIMBRELL, JOHN THOMPSON, nn dd, 8 . 
— Sian Drynnyfry nr Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet 
CK, FREDERICK, Landport, Painter Portsmouth Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 


77, Wirazam, Manchester, Licensed Broker Manchester Pet Aug 28 Ord 


ug 28 
Vaneau ELIZABETH. ona Joum WILLIAM VERRIER, Taunton, Builders Taunton 
Pet Aug 28 Or ug 28 
heer —— Warm, Stratford, Essex, out of business High Court Pet 
Wiaarns, GEORGE THOMAS, St Albans, Herts, Builder St Albans Pet Aug 25 


Aug 2% 
Wau, Huon, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Quarryman Bangor Pet Aug 27 Ord 


ug 
WIL Hvau, St Asaph, Flint, Farmer Bangor Pet Augi5 Ord A 
Witson, Barrmn’ gp ny Northumberland, Innkecoper Newcastle 
Pet Aug 28 


Tyne 





Woosnam, Davin, Ystrad Rhondda, Glamorgan, Shoemaker Pontypridd Pet 
Aug2s8 Ord Aug 28 
The following amended notice is substituted ~~ that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug. 7 


Gricc. WALTER THomas, Newport, Isle of Wight, Desper Newport and Ryde 
Pet Augi1 Ord Augi 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ATKINSON, JOHN, Kenda!, Innkeeper Sept 11 at 3.30 37, Stramongate, Kendal 


Banaue, | pom Cape of Good Hope, Clerk Sept 7at 11 33, Carey st, Lin- 
coln’s inn 
BENNETT, JOHN, Silloth, Cumberland, Licensed Victualler Sept 11 at 2.30 37, 
Stramongate, Kendal 
Bameow, MICHAEL, Troutbeck, Westmoreland, Retired Farmer Sept 11 at 1.30 
37, Stramonygate, Kendal 
CARRUTHERS, THOMAS ACTON, and GEORGE MURRAY CARRUTHERS, Barrow in 
aan Pristers Sept 10 at 3 Oft Rec, 2, Paxton terrace, Barrow in 
urness 
CLARE, GEORGE hegemony Derby, Carriage Builder Sept 7at 12 Off Rec, 
St James chbrs, Derb: 
EDELSTON, PETER, Manchester, Salesman Sept 7 at 11.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s 
chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Fucus, JoHN RicHarD, Drury lane, Baker Sept 7 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Portugal st, Lincoln’ s inn fields 
GEER, CHARLES HE Ay on Sea, Schoolmaster Sept 7 at 3.30 Young 
& Goodwin, Kank piles H astings 
Haste, oweae Brook, Bristol, Woolbroker Sept 14 at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank 
c. rs, Bristol 
KENDAle, | oe MESSENGER, New Clee, Lincolnshire, Fisherman Sept 12 at 
12 Off Rec, 3, Haven st, Gt Grimsby 
Key, AvoRLAND "EVINSON, 8t ioonenls on Sea, Carriage Builder Sept 7 at 3 
& Goodwin, Bank bldgs, Hastings 
Laxspett, a. Rotherfield, Sussex, Licensed Victualler Sept7at12 Star 
wes 
MasoN, J aices, Dalham, Suffolk, Grocer Sept 7 at 3 Angel Hotel, Bury St 


Myers, WILLIAM. PICKLES MYERS, and JoHN BoorHMAN, Colne, Cotton Manu- 
facturers Sept 10at3 Crown Hotel, Colne 

PICKERNELL, JONATHAN Cask, George lane, Lewisham, Carman Sept 10 at 12 
109, Victoria st, Westminster 

RIDLEY, ‘JoHN. Neweastl: on Tyne, Engineer Sept 8 at1130 Off Rec, Pink lane 
Newcastle on Tyne 

Scrinz, FRANCIS, Bradford, Mason Sept 14at12 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 

SEARS, WILLIAM NoRMAN, residence unknown, Manager Patent Letter Co Sept 
12at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s iar 

SIEvIER, R. STANDISH, unable to ascertain residence, Gent Sept 7 at 11 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

a JOHN, Newton Abbott, Baker Sept 10 at 3 Off Rec, 13, Bedford c'rcus, 

exeter 

Saaru, JoHn GopWIN, New Burlington st, Gold Laceman Sept7 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Lincolr’s inn 

Fuseunes, CHARLES, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer Septiitat3 Off Rec, 22, Park 


Leeds 
URNER, v heny, Manchester, Baker Sept 7 at 12 Off Rec, Odgen’s chmbrs, 
Bridge st, Manchester 
Tuomas, EVAN WYNNE, Portmadoc, Carnarvonshire, Boot Dealer Sept 17 at? 
Bankruptcy Oftice, Crypt one Chester 
WALTON, GEORGE, ‘obacconist Sept 19 at 11 Edward Thomas 
16 Room, 3) ani 


ENRY. 8 


Peirson, Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
WANT, GEORGE, Shenley, Hertfordshire, Builder Sept7 ati 
81, St Switbin’s lane 
WARD, FRANCIS, Blackburn, Draper Sept ilat2 County Ct, Blackburn 
WHITE, C., address unknown, Printer Sept7ati2 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Wutson. ESTHER, re N eetiemberiens, Innkeeper Sept 11 at 2.30 
Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyn 
Wam, JACOB, Watliogton, Oxfordshire. "Tronfounder Sept 10 at 11.30 1, St 


Aldates, Oxford 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
BAKER, ALFRED, jun, Regent st, Chemist High Court PetJuly 9 Ord Aug 29 
BIDDLECOMBE, ALFRED JOHN, Rye lane, Peckham, Tobacconist High Court 
Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 29 

CLARE, SAMUBL, Leicester, Carver Leicester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Comnaen, J pe vam, Lascott’s rd, Bowes pk, Clerk High Court Pet Aug 

rd Aug 
Daven, a. Sammaee, De ae Carnarvonshire, Quarry Overlooker Bangor Pet 

2 Or 
wasn EORGE, W hell Minster, Tranter Poole Pet Aug 29 Ord “Aug 29 


F RYMAN, JAMES HERCULES, Great Grimsby, Hairdresser Great Grimsby Pet 


Aug 28 Ord pug 3 
GRIFFITH, ye esda, Carrnarvonshire, Quarryman Bangor Pet Aug 97 


Ord Aug 28 
GRIGG, WALTER or Newport, I W, Draper Newportand Ryde Pet Aug 
1 


Ord Aug 16 
Huston, GEORGE WILLIAM, Tyneham rd, Lavender hill, Wandsworth, Butcher 
Wandsworth Pet Aug 22 22 Ord Aug 38 
JouNson, EpwakD, Gracechurch st High Court Ord Aug 28 


LARTER, THOMAS, East rd, City rd, Furniture Dealer High Court Pet Aug 28 


Ord Aug 28 
Mason, JAMES, Dalham, Suffolk, Grocer Cambridge Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 27 
OWEN ps G., Vernon rd, Clapham rd, no occupation Wandsworth Pet May 29 


Aug 238 
PHILLIPS, JOSEPH EDWARD am, Wells st, Jermyn st, Clerk High Court 
Pet July 26 Ord Aug 
Runes, JOHN, 1 eweniion on ar Engineer Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 11 


Aug 
ReERTS, J OsEPH, Tenby, Grocer Pembroke Dock Pet Augi8 Ord Aug 27 


Som, eer aan in Makerfield, Lancs, Provision Dealer Wigan Pet Aug 
r 

SMERDON, JOHN, N ewton Abbot, Baker Exeter Pet Aug27 Ord Aug 27 

SmaTrH, CHARLES EpWArD, SAMUEL WILLIAM COCKS, ALEXANDER MILNE, GEORGE 
MAINWARING COWLISHAW, and HERBERT WILLIAM COWLISHAW, Man- 
chester, Manufacturers of Silk Manchester Pet July 27 Ord Aug 29 

SMITH, FREDERICK, yy Northumberland, Clothier Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 27 

THOMPSON, JOHN RIcHARD, Kingston upon Hull, Hosier Kingston upon Hull 
Pet Augi Ord Aug 27 

TOWARD, THOMAS, Shildon, Durham, Builder Durham PetAug?2 Ord Aug 28 


tom, 3] yn! Landport, Hampshire, Painter Portsmouth Pet Aug 27 

vescust f Rosane WHYTE, Stratford, out of business High Court Pet Aug 29 

on | Warztaas, Hoan, Bethesda, Carnarvonshire, Quarryman Sangor Pet Aug? 
rad 4ug 
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WoosnaM, Davin, Senta, Glamorganshire, Shoemaker Pontypridd Pet 
Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 
Joy, biome Little Clacton, Essex, Farmer Colchester AdjudJuly 4 Annul 
21 


ane eel ORDERS. 


—TvEsDAY, Sept. 

AVES, Wasaim hry Mancheld, Nottingham, Plumber Nottingham Pet Aug 
30 Or ug 

AYRES, by inp ne Joun, Basingstoke, Licensed Victualler Winchester Pet Aug 
30 ug 30 

BANNISTER, FRANCIS, Bournemouth, Solicitor Poole Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 30 

BLAND, CHARLES ) hay - eae Gillingham, Kent, Organ Builder Rochester Pet 
Aug 31 Ord Aug 3 

BRAMLEY, ae, Btathern, Leicester, Butcher Leicester Pet Aug 30 Ord 


Aug 
CHAMLEY, ‘rowan, Kendal, Miller Kendal PetSept1 Ord Sept1 
Crmersow, | Renee, Eastbourne, Builder Eastbourne and Lewes Pet June 28 


g 16 
CLINCH, Tm bey Drves, Clifton, Broker Bristol Pet Aug3i Ord Aug 31 
Cookr, THOMAS, Bedale, Yorks, Painter Northallerton Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 


COUNT, a. yer Newcastle on Tyne, Jeweller Newcastleon Tyne Pet 
31 r u 
Cowan _ upon Hull, Manager Leeds Pet Aug 30 Ord 


ug 30 

Cox, WALTER, Underhill rd, eed Oak, East Dulwich, Salesman High Court 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

CRAPPER, MARTHA, JAMES REGINALD CRAPPER, and JOHN jum MaAkRIOTT, 

Waisall, Lime Masters Walsall Pet —~ ‘od Ord Aug 30 

CROCKFORD, GzoRGE, oom, Sarisbury, Hamp: Gardener Portsmouth Pet 
Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Onocks ~ ym J — Litchfield, Hampshire, Gardener Portsmouth Pet Aug 39 


Sewn, ie Ons, oWakeficld, Hatter Wakefield Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
D’EYE, EpwarD HENRY eae Shingle Street on Sea, Suffolk, Gent Ipswich 
Pet Augié6é Ord Aug 29 
oom, JOHN, gaa sa Duce, Wednesbury, Wine Merchants Walsall Pet 
Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
GREENWOOD, ww ye Savile Town, nr Dewsbury, Butcher Dewsbury Pet 
Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
GRIFFEN, SUSANNA, Norwich, Hairdresser Norwich PetSept1 Ord Sept1 
me ~Y: JoHN WALPOLE, Monk Soham, Suffolk, Farmer’s Assistant Ipswich 
Pet ong 20 Ord Aug 30 
HotmMwoop, WILLIAM enema, Melcombe Regis, Dorset, Grocer Dorchester 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 
——_-- pati, bene, Cambs, Dealer Cambridge Pet Aug 31 Ord 
Au 


Hour SDLEY, “Paaxcts Ernest, Windsor rd, Holloway, Clerk High Court Pet 
ug 30 30 
ew} x — AMES, Tring, Hertfordshire, Miller Aylesbury Pet Sept 
1 Or 1 
McFapDDEN, ROBERT, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
MELLOR, HENRY JoHN Moszs, Leicester, Hosiery Machine Maker Leicester 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 30 
NEALE, WILLIAM eee yey rd, Anerley, Commission Agent High 
Court Pet Septi Ord Se 5 hs 
Pacet, T., High st, Clapham, Florist High Court Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 31 
PEATE, THOMAS, bo ua Salop, no occupation Nantwich and Crewe Pet 
Aug i8 Orc 
—— eri } Ae. penenane, Carnarvonshire, Quarryman Bangor Pet 
ug 21 ri ug 
Scott, JOSEPH, Desde, Jeweller Dorchester Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
mer ~ > “~~ me Ashdon, Essex, Coal Merchant Cambridge Pet Aug 31 
rr ug 31 
Bevaqges, EL)JZABETH, and SAMUEL Syenenem, Nethergate, Norfolk, Grocers 
Norwich Pet Aug 3i Ord Aug 31 
STone, THoMAS, Bideford, Bootmaker Barnstaple Pet Aug 3i Ord Aug 3i 
TayLor, Ext, Park Gate, Hampshire, Labourer Portsmouth Pet Aug 30 Ord 


u 

TAYLOR, JAMES, Sarisbury, Hampshire, Gardener Portsmouth Pet Aug 30 
rd Au 

TOURLE, Pree dy sen, Brighton, no occupation Brighton Pet Aug 29 Ord 


Aug 29 
TOURLE, .. AMES, jun, Brighton, Manager Brighton Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
WEST, aa, Park Gate, Hampshire, Gardener Portsmouth Pet Aug 30 


Ord Aug 30 
WuitTE, WILLIAM, George st, Croydon, Provision Merchant Croydon Pet Aug 
30 Ord Aug 30 


g 
Wane. r—_ p 4% Brecknockshire, Licensed Victualler Hereford Pet 
ug 24 Or 
Woopwan, GEORGE, “sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 


WracaG, EpwArp J am, Whitechapel rd, Coach Builder High Court Pet Aug 


#9 Ord Aug #9 | »CEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
PznRICE, HERBERT NEWTON, Northumberland avenue, late ® Captain in Royal 
Engineers High Court Rec OrdJune15 Annul Sept 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
sazam, | ALFRED, Newbury, Berks, Painter Sept 12 at1230 Few & Dreweatt, 


w bury 

am. “Writias JOHN, Basingstoke, Licensed Victualler Septi2at3 Off Rec, 
4, Kast st, Southampton 

Barton, THoMAS, Bourton on the Water, Miller Sept 18 at 4.30 New Inn, 
Bourton on the Water, Gloucester 

Bastick, WiLutaw Henny, § Nottingham, Hatter Sept 11at11 Off Rec, 1, High 
pavement, No 

BEECHING, EDMUND, _ —-—- Market, Fish Salesman Sept 11 at 11 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Benorn, JOSEPH, Middlesborough, Boot Dealer Sept 13 at 11 Queen’s Hotel, 


Bertois, JULES ANDRE, Liverpool, Cotton Broker Sept 14 at12 Off Rec, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 

BLAND, CHARLES WILLIAM, Gillingham, Kent, Organ Builder Sept 14 at 1.30 Off 
Ree, High st, Roches: ster 

ae H 1. “a Stathern, Leicestershire, Butcher Septi4 at 3 28, Friar lane, 

—€ ae Son ARTHUR, Landport, Hampshire, Baker Sept 17 at 3 166, 

ueen st, Portsea 
Cc = ’ - canes coum SLADE, Brighton, Oilman Setilat12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion 
gs, Brighton 
CLARK, SAMUEL, Leicester, Carver Sept 14 at 12.30 28, Friar lane, Leicester 
Cranase, Fores WExB, Lascott’s rd, Bowes pk, Olerk Septi3at11 33, Carey 
coln’s inn i : 





Count, ARTHUR CLARKE, Newcastle on Tyne, Jeweller Sept idatiil Off Reo, 
Pink In, Newcastle on Tyne 
Cox, JosEPH, Hailey, nr Witney, Publican Sept 14 at 11.30 1, 8t Aldates, Oxford 
Com, Rosen, New st, Kennington, out of business Sept 13 at 12 83, Oarey st 
ncoln’s inn 
CROCKEBFORD, GEORGE, the cider, Sarisb Green, Sarisbury, Gardener 
Sept 17 # 4 166, Queen st, Portsea ned er 
Cnockroxp, J aMES, Fleet End, nr Tichfield, Gardener Sept 17 at4 166, Queen 


— 
Davis, oe Church st, Stoke Newington, Cheesemonger Sep 
- an tom a0 and 3, St st Swithin's lane 5 nee Pee a 
‘ORD ILLIAM, Manchester, stauran' ti 
Ogden’s chbrs Bridge t, Manchester ee ee aes, eee 
om GxorGE, Wimborne ter, Tranter Sept 12at12.30 Off Reo, Salis- 


FuExout, J JOE JOSEPH, igh st, Notting Hill, Florist Septiil at11 Bankruptcy 


ldgs, Lincoln’s 
ree JAMES a1 Great Grims Hairdresser x 
Hamonp et T- ~ cco ae Farmer’ hehe aay pda 
‘OND. ALPO 
at 12° Off heoeiver, Inowieh = “ . ote 


Human, ‘Guones EZ WILLIAM, ham rd. vender hill, Wandsworth, Butcher 
Sept 11 at 12 109, Vistoris aw n —_ Ke cu 
Hosavese opiate ORAREES, Micloomie Regis, Grocer Sept 14 at 1.15 Off 


movcem, {oy a Cambri: 
yt ates dgeshire, Dealer Sept 2i at 12.30 Off Reo, 
Hunt, "JOHN, Savoy st, s, Gepand. Managing Director of a PublicCo Sept ii at 12 


y st, 
Jom ~4* — Manchester, Tailor Sept 11 at 11.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, 
oe Silk Mercer Sept 12 at 2 King’s Arms Hotel, 
KYOWLEsS, . JOnN, Crompton, Lancashire, Innkeeper Sept 28 at 10 Off Rec, 


Priory chambrs, oton st, Oldham 


LEANEY, ALFRED GEORGE, Tisb , Wilts, Vi . 
————— er eee eterinary Surgeon Sept 11 at 12.30 


a, Sumas Sone Mosse, Lalcester, osiery Machine Maker 
: 1330 2s Friar lane, Letosote St ic H Sept 13 at 
nam, 2 EPH Biake, Union Sept 1 - 
caper RY, y bidugs, Portugal st, Leoiet ‘ein Holds My pd “Dien ar a 
° » a Visi 
{ita Ot Sec, Qaden'sghmbrs Brie ge Sancbogar ve a, 
LL _ ium, Soren yrd, Ken ‘own, tect “Sept 18ati2 383, 
Pgate, THOMAS, Whitchurch, Salop, Grocer Sept 13at11 Royal Hotel, Crewe, 
ec Wass Boake, 3 Builder Sept 11 at 12 Bankruptcy bldngs, Portugal 
8 n 
SaunDERS, THOMAS, Holland rd, K Gent t 
bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln's inn opens ees Sy 
Scott, JOSEPH, Dorchester, Jeweller Sept 12at 1.15 Off Rec, Salisbury 
SHACELETON, JouN, Richmond, Yorks, Paper Manufacturer Sept 13 at 11.30 
Queen’s Hotel, 





a Wigan 6 Ashton in me acinatiehl, Lancs, Provision Dealer Sept 11 at 10.30 
caste Vommanie. Auten, enon, Och Mentend Ge Ree, 
CLAIR, FREDERI on, 
aby ag t= oe x, e pt 2iati2 Off 5, 
ee, EDWARD BuaGeEss, Hertford, qosugetion a not known Septitatii Bank- 


ruptcy U., Gresham Portugal st, Lincoln’ 
SULMAN, G. 1 T-.Se resham st, Man Pines Sept 18 at 11 83, Oarey st, 
TAYLOR, Y= Park Gate, nr Sarisbury, Hants, Labourer Septi7at4 166,Queen 


st, P 

TAYLOR, Ja AMES, Sarisbury, Hants, Gardener Sept 17 at4 166, Queen st,’Portsea 
Tacupere, < CHARLES, Home-on-S ~» M ¥ 
Hee ae Beene ig Moor, Yorks, Joiner Sept 14 at 12 
= Janes, gm, Betguten, no -- al Sept i2at12 Off Reo, 4, Pavilion 
To a gs, Brightoo ss” Manager Sept 12 at 12.30 Off Reo, 4, Pavilion 
Tovey, CHARLES, Newport, Mon, Undertaker Sept 12 at12 Off Reo, 12, Trede- 
Tuck, FREDERICK, ae nae Sept 17 at 3.30 166, Queen st, Portsea 
VERRIER, Exiz. and JoHN ERBIER, 

at 11 30 Ott Res Rec, Middle st st, breed a” ae ee Sao 
VEYSEY, Mv present address unknown Sept 13 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Wrst, CHARLES, Park Gate, nr Sarisbury, Gardener Sept 17 at4 166, Queen st, 

West, GzorGcE Francis, Lime st, Clerk Sept 12 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln's 

Wuson, Resaae, Brunswick gdns, Kensington Sept 11 at 11 33, Oarey st, Lin- 
The following amended notice is subetinuted fr that published in the 


London Gazette of 
Suenp. Some Aesete, Bridgwater, Farrier bat 2 4 at 11 Bristol Arms Hotel, 
: ADJUDICATIONS., 
ALLEN, ALFRED, Newbury, Berks, Painter Newbury Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 30 
ANDREWS, SIGMUND ase, Bunbill 
ree = row, Mantle Manufacturer High Court 


AYERS, WILLIAM JOHN, ke, Licensed Vi 
3 ae 5 e, ictualler Winchester Pet Aug 


Bu we et Tuomas, Fleckney, Leicestershire, Builder Leicester Pet Aug 21 
Baw, ORAnEES WIt11aM, Gillingham, Organ Builder Rochester Pet Aug 31 


a . Stathern, Leicestershire, Butcher Leicester Pet Aug {27 


Buooks,, CHARLES WiILL1aM, Bournemouth, Ironmonger Poole Pet July 28 
Ona Wr. Henry, Com 

ae ty Ord Ane upton, ur Wolverhampton, Clerks Wolver- 
ty CHAERD, Kendal, Milier © ‘Kendal Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept1 
Cuane, comee JOHN SiapDz, Brighton, Oilman Brighton Pet Aug2 Ord 
Oxiwcu, Samus Devoe, Clifton, Broker Bristol Pet Aug 31 Ord Sept 1 
CooxE, Tuomas, Bedale, Yorks, Painter Northallerton Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 


Cows, a ie Digeee, Saree oe Jeweller NewcastleonTyne Pet 
Cox, JosEPH, Hailey, nr Witney, Publican Oxford Pet Aug27 Ord Aug3i 


Cox, WALTER, Underhill rd, Honor Oak, East Dulwich, Salesman High Court 


WEAs Ateamm, Kisastie upee 
a oo Ord Aamo Hull, Hair Dresser’s Manager Leeds Pet 
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D’Ere. Epwarp Henry Rvst, Shingle street on sea, Suffolk, Gent Ipswich 
Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 30 

Dewicr, Jonny, Wakefield, Hatter Wakefield Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

DENYER, GEORGE KIMBER, St Alban’s, Plumber St Albans- Pet Aug 10 Ord 


Dopp. BENJAMIN JENKINS, Denbighshire, Boot Dealer 
Wrexham Pet Aug 29 

emer CHARLES WILLIAM ERNEST, Tgheffield, Draper Sheffield Pet Aug 14 
Ord Sept 1 

FarRHALL, HENRY, Rye, Clerk Hastings Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 29 

GEER, Cugaaas HENBY, St Leonard’s on Sea, Schoolmaster Hastings Pet Aug 
22 rd Aug 29 

GREENWOOD, > Cope. Savile Town, nr Dewsbury, Butcher Dewsbury Pet 


Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Hammond, JoHN WALPOLE, Monk Soham, Suffolk, Farmer’s Assistant Ipswich 


Pet Aug 30 Ord Au 
Hakzzis, » JoesrE Seti, Lae Eansdowne hill, West Norwood, Engineer High Court 
uly 31 Ord Aug 8 
HASTE, . JR, Bristol, Wool outer Bristol Pet Aug 4 Ord Aug 31 
Hvaarns, Davrp, Melbourn, Cambridgeshire, Dealer Cambridge Pet Aug 3! 
Ord Aug 31 
Krinsky, ARTHUR, Lancaster, Silk Mercer Preston Pet June 27 Ord Sept1 
LANSDELL, DAVID, pomeans, Sussex, Licensed Victualler Tunbridge Wells 


Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 
LARKHAM, HENRY, i + Station Master Reading Pet July 3 Ord 
g 20 


Au 
Lazanue. Davip, Manchester, Club Proprietor Manchester Pet Augi3 Ord 


ept 1 

———- Tuomas Davin, Rye, Coach Builder Hastings Pet July2i Ord 
Aug 

ucPineie, RoseErt, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 3i 

Nicnotson, SamugeL F. Bowers, Manchester, Wine Merchant Manchester 
Pet May 11 Ord Aug 31 

NICOLLS, PF yy Callington, Cornwall, Solicitor East Stonehouse Pet July | 
16 Or ept 1 

OGDEN, LINcorn, and JAMES fzvanp Megz, Manchester, Provision Merchants | 
Salford Pet Aug25 Ord Au us St 

PAULL, Hewry JOHN, ny rd, Kentish Town, Architect High Court Pet 
Aug 20 Ord Aug 30 


Rhosllanerchrugog, 
Sept 1 


ee ~ YT Birmingham, Fancy Goods Dealer Birmingham Pet Aug 2% 
ROBERTS, DA¥ID, Lianfihaneel glyn myfyr, Denbighshire, Farmer Wrexham 
Pet Augi4 Ori Aug 30 
=< GEORGE SAUNDERS, Bristol, Coal Factor Bristol Pet July 31 Ord 
ug 31 
—— | 7 ee Ashdon, Essex, Coal Merchant Cambridge Pet Aug 31 
rd Aug 31 
SPURGEON, ELIZABETH, and SAMUEL Sreaeaem, Nethergate, Norfolk, Grocers 
Norwich Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 
STONE, THOMAS, Bideford, Dovmaier yg EE Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 


TURNER, WILLIAM, Oldham rd, Licensed Broker Manchester Pet Aug28 Ord 


VERKIER, ELIZABETH, and JOHN WILLIAM VERRIER, Taunton, Builders Taunton 
Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 31 
WALE, WILLIAM, and WILLIAM Henry WALE, New Evington, Leicestershire, 
Builders Leicester Pet Augi8 Or] Aug 28 
Wane } 5 THEODORE, Aston, Boot Dealer Birmingham Pet Aug 7 
lept 1 
WARDEN, THomAS, Leicester, Builier Leicester Pet June13 Ord Augi7 


bine = Wrt11am, Croydon, Provision Merchant Croydon Pet Aug 3) Ord 


30 
WIts0N, S rerHen, Kil-ingworth, - prea Innkeeper 
Tyve Pet A Aug 28 Ord Sept1 
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FIRE!! BURGLARS!! 


JOHN TANN’S 


“ANCHOR RELIANCE” 


SA FES 


FOR JEWELLERY, PLATE, DEEDS, BOOKS, &. 
SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXES, 


FIRE RESISTING SAFES, £4 10s., £5 5s., and £8 5s. | 
LISTS FREE. 


Tl, NEWGATE ST., LONDON, E.C. 





To Her Majesty, 
the Judicial 








94 CHANCERY 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE fet sarees | 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


the Lord Chancellor, the hate 1g of 
nmch, Corporation of London, &c 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. ” ” wee oe 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS. | 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


London Gazette. 





until 1.15 p.m. on 
Mondays and Thursdays. 
| 
| GOVERNMENT EXPEDITION FEES 
| (ON LATE ADVERTISEMENTS). 
| Mondays and Thursdays ... to 4.15 p.m. 5s, 
Tuesdays and Fridays .. ... ,, 11.15 a.m. 10s, 
1.15 p.m. 208, 


AND BARRISTERS. 


»Town Clerks, | REYNELL & SON, 


ractors 
44, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
(Opposite Lincoln's Inn Gateway). 
ESTABLISHED BY THE LATE GEO. REYNELL IN 1812, 


LANE, LONDON. 











LAW GUARANTEE & TRUST SOCIETY, 


wh oe 2 TD ee DD. 


SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, 


ONE MILLION. 


£100,000 PAID UP. 


TRUSTEES : 


The Hon. BARON POLLOCK. 
The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE KAY. 


| F The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE DAY. 
The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE GRANTHAM. 


Offices: No. 9, SERLE STREET, LINCOLN’S INN, W.C. 


The Society is prepared to receive and consider proposals for the following classes of business :— 


1. Fidelity guarantee. 
2. Business arising out of Trusts, including their administra- 
tion and the indemnity of Trustees. 


Provision has been made not to interfere with 


3. The insurance of mortgage advances. 


4, Providing a fund for securing to Leaseholders and others | 


the return of principal at the expiration of any fixed period. 


the administration of Trusts by Solicitors. 


Full particulars may be had on application to the undersigned. 


By order of the Board, 


THOS. R. RONALD, General Manager and Secretary. 








OMPANY, LIMITE 
Capital £1,000,000. 
Subscribed Capital £500,000. 


HE a LAW FIRE TASURANOE | [MPERIAL FIRE 
bx 


This Company is p ny to entertain proposals 
on eligible risks, facie Mercantile Insurances. 
Applications for Agencies may be made to 
H, FOSTER OUTLER, Manager and Secretary. | 
Offices, 5, Lothbury, Bank, London, E,0, 


INSURANCE COM- 
ANY. 


Established 1803, 
1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, 8.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, 
Total Invested Funds over £1,600,000. 


Established 1836, 
Lowpom: 1, Moorgate-street, E.0, Aszrpzen, 1, 
Union-terrace, 
INCOME é - shale (1887) :— 

Fire Premiums . oes eee £607,000 

Life Premiums . 100 eos ee 197,000 

Interest... wr ote wee wee «143,000 
Accumulated Funds ’ * 


£300,000. 


E. COZENS SMITH, 
Gereral Manager. 





Newcastle on — 


Advertisements can be received at these Offices © 
r the current Gazette without Expedition Fees 7 


**London Genstte. ane General Advertising 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY. | 


$3,421,000. 
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